Town Council Meeting Agenda
Pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.02 notice is hereby given to the public that the Sahuarita Town Council will
hold a meeting at the date and time specified below at the Sahuarita Council Chambers, 375 West
Sahuarita Center Way, Sahuarita, AZ. Members of the Town of Sahuarita Council will attend either in
person or by telephone conference call.
To better serve our community, the Sahuarita Council Chambers is wheelchair accessible. Persons with a
disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting
the Town Clerk’s Office at 520-822-8801. Requests should be made no later than three working days
prior to the meeting to arrange the accommodation.
August 28, 2017
REGULAR MEETING
AT OR AFTER 6:30 P.M.
1. Call to Order
2. Invocation
The Invocation will be given by Pastor Fred Eaton from Grace Church of Sahuarita.
Our invocations are provided by volunteers, and presenters will be accepted and welcomed
regardless of religious affiliation. Interested parties may contact the Town Clerk.
3. Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance will be led by Dreama Raymond, a seventh grade student at Sahuarita
Middle School.
4. Roll Call
5. Presentations
Proclamation declaring the month of August 2017 as Drowning Impact Awareness Month.
6. Approval of Agenda
Action recommended: approve the agenda.
7. Call to the Public
At this time, any member of the public is invited to address the Town Council on any issue which is on
tonight’s Consent Agenda or on any issue which the Town Council can lawfully act upon at a future
meeting. Written comments regarding any item on the agenda or on any issue which the Town
Council can lawfully act upon may be submitted prior to the beginning of the council meeting for
distribution to the Town Council. Pursuant to the Arizona Open Meeting Laws, the Council may not
discuss the items, but individual members of the Council may respond to criticism made by those who
have addressed the Council, may ask staff to review the matter, or may ask that the matter be
placed on a future agenda.
8. Consent Agenda
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Action recommended: approve the consent agenda recommendations.
A. Approval of the June 26, 2017 Regular & Special Meeting Minutes.
B. Adoption of Ordinance No. 2017-123, striking the existing Title 6 in its entirety and
replacing it with a comprehensive rewrite of Title 6, adopting “The August 2017
Amendments to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the Sahuarita Town Code” by reference,
Resolution No. 2017-0518, establishing the Town’s animal control services; and declaring
an emergency to exist making this ordinance immediately effective.
C. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0514, authorizing the Town to enter into an
Intergovernmental Agreement, Sahuarita Contract No. 180021, between the Town of
Sahuarita and the United States Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration,
regarding the Drug Enforcement Administration Task Force with the Sahuarita Police
Department, for the purpose of disrupting illicit drug traffic in the State of Arizona.
D. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0515, authorizing the Town to enter into Town of
Sahuarita Contract No. 180022, an Intergovernmental Agreement with Pima County, for
the purpose of setting forth the terms for incarceration of the Town's prisoners by Pima
County.
E. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0517, adopting the Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional
Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017.
F. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0519, adopting a Notice of Intent to potentially increase
the Town's Sanitary Sewer Fees by amending Title 13 of the Sahuarita Town Code;
declaring as a public record the data supporting the increased fees; and setting a public
hearing on the proposed increased fees.
G. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0521, amending portions of the Town’s Personnel Policy
Manual by amending Chapter 2 “Wages” by Amending Article 2-3 “Timekeeping;”
amending Chapter 8 “Employee Benefits” by amending Article 8-1 “Employee Insurance;”
and amending Chapter 9 “Leave Time” by amending Article 9-2 “Vacation” of the manual.
H. Approval of Contract No. 180024, for Emergency Food Services with the Community Food
Bank in Green Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank, in the amount of $42,000, commencing
August 29, 2017 and terminating August 28, 2018; and approval of Contract No. 180025,
for Emergency Housing, Shelter and Utility Assistance Services, with Green Valley
Assistance Services, Inc. dba Valley Assistance Services, in the amount of $50,000,
commencing August 29, 2017 and terminating August 28, 2018.
I.

Approval of Contract No. 180027 with WSP USA, Inc. to provide a Safety and Accessibility
Study across I-19 at Sahuarita Road, commencing August 29, 2017 and terminating June
30, 2018 in an amount not-to-exceed $38,590.50.

9. Public hearing, discussion and possible adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0516, approving a Type 3
Conditional Use Permit for a new wireless tower and a related Height Waiver Request at 18900 S.
Old Nogales Highway (Case No. SA9-17-00001).
Action Recommended: adopt the resolution.
10. Council and Town Manager Reports and Requests
11. Adjournment
Regular Meeting Agenda- August 28, 2017
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Action may be taken by the Town Council on any item listed on this agenda. The Town Council may vote to
go into executive session pursuant to A.R.S. § 38-431.03 (A) (3) for discussion or consultation for legal advice
with the Town Attorney concerning any matter listed on this agenda.
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Page 3 of 3

Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

Lisa Cole MMC, Town Clerk

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Proclamation declaring the month of August 2017 as Drowning Impact Awareness
Month.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

 Other

GOALS/OTHER:
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Presentation only.
SUGGESTED MOTION
None.
DISCUSSION
Community Outreach Coordinator L.T. Pratt from the Green Valley Fire District and Battalion Chief John
Walka from Rural Metro Fire District will be present to accept the proclamation.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Drowning Impact Awareness Month Proclamation
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5.A

TOWN OF SAHUARITA

WHEREAS, Arizona’s future prosperity depends upon the long-term health, safety, and well-being of the nearly
two million children and teens in our state; and
WHEREAS, drowning is a top cause of injury and death for children and teens in Arizona, affecting not only the
victims, but also families, emergency personnel, and our society as a whole; and
WHEREAS, child drownings are nearly 100 percent preventable, including drownings which are classified as
maltreatment and make up an average of one in four cases in Arizona; and
WHEREAS, research-proven strategies can save lives, including constant and capable supervision, restricting access
to water, use of life jackets, swimming lessons for adults and children at the appropriate age, rapid emergency
response, including CPR, and safe, stable and nurturing relationships and communities to break the cycle of
maltreatment; and
WHEREAS, awareness of the problem is just the first step; evidence-based programs to bring these strategies to
families is the best way to save lives; and
WHEREAS, during the month of August, the Drowning Prevention Coalition of Arizona, in collaboration with state
and local governments, community organizations, and private citizens, will be engaging communities throughout
Arizona in a coordinated and comprehensive response.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that I, Tom Murphy, Mayor of the Town of Sahuarita, on behalf of the Town
Council, do hereby proclaim the month of August as

Drowning Impact Awareness Month
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed the Seal of the Town of
Sahuarita on this 28th day of August, 2017.

_____________________________

Tom Murphy, Mayor
Attest

___________________________________
Lisa Cole, Town Clerk
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Attachment: Drowning Impact Awareness Month Proclamation (Proclamation)

PROCLAMATION

8.A

Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

Lisa Cole MMC, Town Clerk

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Approval of the June 26, 2017 Regular & Special Meeting Minutes.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

 Other

GOALS/OTHER: Sahuarita Town Code 2.15.040 (Consent Agenda)
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of the attached minutes.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to approve the minutes as submitted (or amended).
DISCUSSION
Draft minutes submitted for Town Council approval.
ATTACHMENTS
1. June 26, 2017 Regular & Special Meeting Minutes
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Town Council Meeting Minutes
REGULAR & SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES
JUNE 26, 2017

1. Call to Order
The meeting was called to order at 6:36 PM by Mayor Tom Murphy.
2. Invocation
The Invocation was given by Pastor John Leonard from Cornerstone Baptist Church.
3. Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Pastor John Leonard from the Cornerstone Baptist Church.

Mayor Murphy suspended the Town Council meeting at approximately 6:39 PM to convene the Rancho
Sahuarita Community Facilities District meeting and reconvened the Town Council meeting at
approximately 7:14 PM.

4. Roll Call
Attendee Name

Title

Status

Tom Murphy

Mayor

Present

Melissa Hicks

Vice Mayor

Present

Duane Blumberg

Town Council Member

Present

Bill Bracco

Town Council Member

Present

Kara Egbert

Town Council Member

Present

Gil Lusk

Town Council Member

Present

Lynne Skelton

Town Council Member

Present

Arrived

Also in attendance were Town Manager L. Kelly Udall, Town Attorney Dan Hochuli and Town Clerk
Lisa Cole.

Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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Attachment: June 26, 2017 Regular & Special Meeting Minutes (Approval of Minutes)

The Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita met in the Sahuarita Council Chambers, 375 West
Sahuarita Center Way, Sahuarita, AZ 85629 on Monday, June 26, 2017.

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

8.A.1

5. Presentations
A. Proclamation declaring July 2017 Parks and Recreation month.
Mayor Murphy presented the Parks and Recreation Month proclamation to Debbie
Summers, Parks and Recreation Director.

Mayor Murphy welcomed Rosa Torrez, Administrator for the Arizona Department of
Economic Security Division of Child Support Community Initiatives Region, and presented
her with the proclamation recognizing August as Child Support Awareness Month.
Mayor Murphy announced that the published addendum would be added to the Consent Agenda as
Item N for consideration.
6. Approval of Agenda
MOTION was made to approve the agenda as amended.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Bill Bracco, Town Council Member
Lynne Skelton, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton

7. Call to the Public
Tim Campbell, FICO and Rich Walden, Santa Cruz Farm Manager, Green Valley Pecan Company,
requested that council reduce the speed limit to 35 miles per hour on Sahuarita Road from La Villita
to past the pecan processing plant and to replace the flashing amber lights near the plant with a red
light due to safety concerns.
Mayor Murphy directed Mr. Udall to review the issue; Council Member Skelton requested a written
report regarding possible resolutions and the final outcome.

Eloise Fredrickson, Board President, Valley Assistance Services, thanked the council for the
financial support provided for housing services and shared stories about residents that have
been helped.
8. Consent Agenda
MOTION was made to approve the consent agenda as amended.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Lynne Skelton, Town Council Member
Bill Bracco, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton

A. Approval of the June 12, 2017 Regular Meeting Minutes.
Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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Attachment: June 26, 2017 Regular & Special Meeting Minutes (Approval of Minutes)

B. Proclamation declaring August 2017 Child Support Awareness month.

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

8.A.1

B. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0508, authorizing the Town to enter into Contract No.
180011, an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with Pima County to provide video court
hearings for Town of Sahuarita Municipal Prisoners.

D. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0512, amending portions of the Town's Personnel Policy
Manual by amending Chapter 9 " Leave Times" by amending Article 9-3 "Administrative
Leave;" amending Article 9-4 "Sick Leave;" and deleting Article 9-6 "Dependent Sick
Leave;" and amending portions of Chapter 11 "Employee Responsibilities and Limitations"
by amending Article 11-4 "Nepotism" of the manual.
E. Approval of Amendment No. Five (5) to Contract No. 160005 with New Image Building
Services, LLC, for custodial services for the municipal buildings at the Police Department,
Town Hall, Courts, Wastewater and Parks and Recreation, beginning July 1, 2017 and
ending June 30, 2018 for a total amount not to exceed $98,907.06.
F. Approval of Amendment No. Two (2) to Contract No. 170017 with WestLand Resources,
for Maintenance Building Replacement Design Services, to add additional services and to
extend the contract from July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018, in an amount not to exceed
$80,050.
G. Approval of Amendment No. One (1) to Contract No. 170048 with Norris Design-AZ, LLC,
for additional services for the Town Center Vision Project, extending the contract
beginning October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018, in an amount not to exceed $75,000.
H. Approval of Contract No. 180009 between the Town of Sahuarita and Sentinel
Technologies, Inc., for the monitoring, maintenance and licensing of Cisco® network
equipment in use by the Town, beginning July 1, 2017 and ending June 30, 2018, in an
amount not to exceed $31,000.
I.

Approval of Contract No. 180012 with Accela, Inc., to purchase a development services
software system, beginning July 1, 2017 and ending June 30, 2018, in an amount not to
exceed $33,507.

J.

Approval of Contract No. 180013 with TruePoint Solutions, LLC, for the installation and set
up of Civic Platform Citizen Access Software from Accela, beginning July 1, 2017 and
ending June 30, 2018, in an amount not to exceed $45,300.

K. Recommendation to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control regarding a
special event liquor license application submitted by the San Martin de Porres Catholic
Parish for Saturday, November 4, 2017 and Sunday, November 5, 2017 at San Martin de
Porres Roman Catholic Parish, 15440 S. Santa Rita Road, Sahuarita, Arizona.
L. Letter to Pima County regarding amendments to Pima County Code Title 6-Animal Control
Regulations.
M. Authorization for the Town Manager to enter into contracts, including those exceeding
$25,000, with the approval of the Mayor, through August 27, 2017.

Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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C. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0509, authorizing the Town of Sahuarita to enter into
Contract No. 180014, an Intergovernmental Agreement, with the Sahuarita Unified School
District No. 30, for the construction and shared use of a Police Officer Physical Aptitude
Test course on school district property.

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

8.A.1

N. Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0513, authorizing the Town to enter into a Memorandum
of Understanding, Sahuarita Contract No. 180016, between the Town of Sahuarita and the
Pima Association of Governments of Pima County, as the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization for Pima County, for the programming and funding of the Quail Crossing
Connection (TIP ID 41.07).
This item was added from the published addendum to the meeting.

L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager, introduced the item. Victor Gonzalez, Economic Development Manager,
provided a brief history of the town center visioning project. Mr. Gonzalez introduced advisory member
stakeholders and Stacey Weaks, Principal, Norris Design. Mr. Weaks outlined the visioning process,
highlighted three town center case studies and provided an overview of the visioning questionnaire
results.
Mr. Weaks reviewed area demographics, possible town center locations, and presented images
representative of the look and feel of the potential town center. Mr. Weaks suggested the following
areas of focus for the town center: create a destination draw; offer a mix of uses; expand and enhance
connectivity; showcase arts, culture, food and entertainment; and foster community collaboration. Mr.
Weaks identified next steps in the creation of a Town Center District Master Plan.
Mr. Weaks and L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager, responded to comments and questions from Council.
No action was taken on this item.
10. Discussion and possible adoption of Ordinance No. 2017-122, amending a portion of Chapter 13
(Sanitary Sewers) of the Sahuarita Town Code by amending Section 13.10.025 (Connection Fees) to
clarify assessment of connection fees; and repealing all resolutions, ordinances, and rules of the Town
of Sahuarita in conflict therewith.
A.C. Marriotti, Finance Director, provided an overview of the Town's Wastewater Utility sewer
connection fees to cover costs associated with providing sewer service and reviewed the proposed
ordinance change to Section 13.10.025.
MOTION was made to adopt Ordinance No. 2017-122.

RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Gil Lusk, Town Council Member
Bill Bracco, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton

11. Discussion and possible appointment to the Parks and Recreation Commission.
Council Member Bracco introduced his appointment to the Parks and Recreation Commission,
Michele Ahern.

Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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9. Sahuarita Town Center Visioning presentation and update.

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

8.A.1

MOTION was made to appoint Michele Ahern to the Parks and Recreation Commission to fill an
unexpired term ending June 30, 2020.
APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
Bill Bracco, Town Council Member
Gil Lusk, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton

Ms. Ahern expressed excitement and commitment to serving on the Parks and Recreation
Commission.
SPECIAL MEETING
12. Public hearing, discussion and possible adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0510, adopting the Fiscal
Year 2018 budget in the amount of $61,283,920.
A.C. Marriotti, Finance Director, reviewed the final budget for fiscal year 2018 and recommended
adoption.

Mayor Murphy opened the public hearing and seeing no motion closed the public hearing.
A copy of the presentation was distributed during the meeting.
MOTION was made to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0510.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Bill Bracco, Town Council Member
Gil Lusk, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton

13. Discussion and possible adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0511, adopting the Capital Improvement
Plan for Fiscal Years 2018-2022 in the amount of $20,576,310.
A.C. Marriotti, Finance Director, reviewed the Capital Improvement Plan for fiscal years 2018-2022
and recommended approval.
A copy of the presentation was distributed during the meeting.

MOTION was made to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0511.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Melissa Hicks, Vice Mayor
Kara Egbert, Town Council Member
Murphy, Hicks, Blumberg, Bracco, Egbert, Lusk, Skelton
CONTINUATION OF REGULAR MEETING

14. Council and Town Manager Reports and Requests
Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:

TOWN COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

8.A.1

The Mayor, Council and Town Manager reported on current events.
15. Adjournment

______________________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy

ATTEST:
______________________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

CERTIFICATION:
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the
Meeting of the Town Council of the Town of Sahuarita held on the 26th day of June 2017. I further
certify that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present.

Dated this 28th day of August, 2017.

__________________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

Regular & Special Meeting Minutes- June 26, 2017
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Mayor Tom Murphy adjourned the meeting at 8:47 PM.

8.B

Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

Daniel Hochuli, Town Attorney

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Ordinance No. 2017-123, striking the existing Title 6 in its entirety and
replacing it with a comprehensive rewrite of Title 6, adopting “The August 2017
Amendments to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the Sahuarita Town Code” by
reference, Resolution No. 2017-0518, establishing the Town’s animal control
services; and declaring an emergency to exist making this ordinance immediately
effective.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

 Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER:
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Ordinance No. 2017-123 and Resolution No. 2017-0518.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Ordinance No. 2017-123 and Resolution No. 2017-0518 and declare an emergency to
exist.
DISCUSSION
Animal control services in the Town have historically been provided by Pima County through an
intergovernmental agreement between the Town and the County. The IGA with Pima County expired on
June 30, 2017. On May 8, 2017, Mayor and Council approved a contract between the Town and the
Humane Society of Southern Arizona to provide sheltering services for the Town, and created an Animal
Control Officer position, allowing the Town to provide animal control services to allow for better
customer service and more cost control.

Packet Pg. 13

8.B

Town Council Agenda Communication

The proposed ordinance will bring the Town’s Animal Control Code current by providing for the Town’s
animal control services and updating the code to reflect this change. Many of the changes are not
substantive in nature, but are intended to provide better organization for the title, and to provide
necessary updates given the current state of the law and best practices.

Other proposed revisions are substantive in nature and include the following:

1. Enforcement. Current Town Code provides that Pima Animal Care Center is the Town’s animal
enforcement agent. A new Chapter 6.10 establishes the town enforcement agent as the person
who is designated by the Town Manager to be responsible for the enforcement of this title, as
well as any deputies designated by the town enforcement agent or new Title 6. The chapter also
authorizes the appointment of animal control officers, specifies the enforcement powers and
authority of the animal control officers, peace officers, and code enforcement officers, and
describes the procedures for issuing a citation and commencing an action for violation of Title 6.
A new Section 6.10.050 makes it a class 1 misdemeanor to interfere with any Town enforcement
agent performing official duties.
2. Hoarding. The proposed ordinance adds a new 6.3.040 to the cruelty and neglect chapter which
specifically prohibits animal hoarding. Most jurisdictions do not have a specific hoarding
prohibition but use existing cruelty and neglect provisions for hoarding cases. The proposed
hoarding section prohibits a person from possessing, keeping, harboring or maintaining 10 or
more animals under circumstances injurious to health or welfare of any animal or person, which
could include unsanitary, overcrowded or other inhumane conditions, the failure to provide
appropriate medical care, water or food, and abandonment. If a person is convicted of violating
the animal hoarding section, the court may order the person to undergo a mental health
evaluation and appropriate treatment.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Ordinance No. 2017-123
2. Resolution No. 2017-0518
3. Redline Version of Existing Title 6 for Comparison of Old/New Language
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8.B.1

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, STRIKING THE
EXISTING TITLE 6 IN ITS ENTIRETY AND REPLACING IT WITH A COMPREHENSIVE
REWRITE OF TITLE 6, ADOPTING “THE AUGUST 2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6
(ANIMAL CONTROL) OF THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE” BY REFERENCE,
ESTABLISHING THE TOWN’S ANIMAL CONTROL SERVICES; AND DECLARING AN
EMERGENCY TO EXIST MAKING THIS ORDINANCE IMMEDIATELY EFFECTIVE.
WHEREAS, the Sahuarita Town Code has been adopted by the Town Council, amended
from time to time, and on February 13, 2006, pursuant to Ordinance No. 2006-02, the Sahuarita
Town Code was codified and renumbered; and
WHEREAS, Title 6 of the Sahuarita Town Code contains the Animal Control provisions
of the Town of Sahuarita; and
WHEREAS, the Town has historically contracted with Pima County Animal Control to
provide animal control for the Town, and the most recent intergovernmental agreement with
Pima County expired on June 30, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the Town Council is authorized by A.R.S. §§ 9-240, 9-499.04, 9-500.32, 111018, 11-1029, 13-2910, and 13-4281 to adopt animal control regulations; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita desire to update Title 6 of
the Sahuarita Town Code for the purpose of establishing the Town’s animal control services and
updating the animal control regulations; and
WHEREAS, the Town Council finds that the animal control regulations established by
this ordinance are necessary for the public health, safety and general welfare of the Town of
Sahuarita; and
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
Section 1.

That the current Title 6 (Animal Control) of the Sahuarita Town Code be stricken
in its entirety and replaced by that certain document known as “THE AUGUST
2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 (ANIMAL CONTROL) OF THE
SAHUARITA TOWN CODE,” which document was made a public record by
Sahuarita Resolution No. 2017-0518, is hereby referred to, made a part hereof as
if fully set out in this ordinance and adopted by reference pursuant to A.R.S. § 9802.

Sahuarita, Arizona Ordinance No. 2017-123
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Attachment: Ordinance No. 2017-123 (TCA: Animal Control)

SAHUARITA ORDINANCE NO. 2017-123

Section 2.

An emergency is hereby declared to exist, and therefore this Ordinance must be
immediately effective for the immediate preservation of the peace, health and
safety of the Town.

Section 3.

All tables of contents shall be modified to reflect the changes set forth in this
Ordinance.

Section 4.

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform
all acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this Ordinance and sections of the
Town Code.

Section 5.

All ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of ordinances, resolutions or
motions of the Sahuarita Town Council in conflict with the provisions of this
ordinance are hereby repealed, effective as of the effective date of this ordinance.
All internal references within the Town Code to any affected provision are hereby
updated.

Section 6.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this ordinance is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.

_______________________________________

Mayor Tom Murphy
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

_________________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli, Town Attorney

____________________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC, Town Clerk

Sahuarita, Arizona Ordinance No. 2017-123
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8.B.1

8.B.2

SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0518

WHEREAS, the Town Council wishes to declare “THE AUGUST 2017
AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 OF THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE RELATIVE TO
ANIMAL CONTROL” a public record pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-802.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
That certain document “THE AUGUST 2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 OF THE
SAHUARITA TOWN CODE RELATIVE TO ANIMAL CONTROL,” a copy of which is
attached hereto as Exhibit “A,” is hereby declared to be a public record. At least three paper
copies, or one paper copy and one electronic copy maintained in compliance with A.R.S. § 447041, of the public record shall be filed in the office of the Town Clerk and kept available for
public use and inspection.
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.
______________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

_______________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney

______________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution No. 2017-0518
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Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0518 (TCA: Animal Control)

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, DECLARING AS PUBLIC
RECORD THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK AND
ENTITLED “THE AUGUST 2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 OF THE SAHUARITA
TOWN CODE RELATIVE TO ANIMAL CONTROL.”

8.B.2

EXHIBIT “A”

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0518 (TCA: Animal Control)

“THE AUGUST 2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 OF THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE
RELATIVE TO ANIMAL CONTROL”

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution No. 2017-0518
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8.B.2

EXHIBIT "A" TO TOWN OF SAHUARITA
RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0518

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0518 (TCA: Animal Control)

THE AUGUST 2017 AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 6 (ANIMAL CONTROL)
OF THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE

Packet Pg. 19

8.B.2

Title 6
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Chapter 6.05
DEFINITIONS

Sections:
6.05.010

Definitions.

A. “Altered dog” means a spayed female or neutered male dog.
B. “Animal” means a mammal, bird, reptile, or amphibian, whether domestic or wild.
C. “At large” means being neither confined by an enclosure nor physically restrained by a leash.
D. “Bite” means any penetration of the skin, or injury to a body part, caused by the teeth of any animal.
E. “Biting animal” means any animal that bites or otherwise injures human beings or other animals without
provocation.
F. “Collar” means a band, chain, harness or suitable device worn around the neck of a dog to which a dog license tag
may be affixed.
G. “Dangerous animal” means an animal which has been declared to be vicious or destructive pursuant to this title,
or an animal owned or harbored primarily or in part for the purpose of fighting or having been trained for fighting, but
does not include an animal used in law enforcement, an animal in custody of a zoo or wild animal park, an animal
placed in an animal shelter, an animal under care of a veterinarian or a wild animal.
H. “Destructive animal” means any animal that has a propensity to destroy, damage, or cause damage to the
property of a person other than the animal’s owner.
I. “Dog” means any member of the canine species.
J. “Domestic animal” means any of various animals that have been tamed and made fit for a human environment.
K. “Impound” means the act of taking or receiving an animal into custody for the purpose of confinement at a
shelter or pound approved by the town enforcement agent.
L. “Leash” or “lead” means a chain, rope, leather strap, cord or similar restraint attached to a collar or harness or
otherwise secured around an animal’s neck.
M. “Licensed dog” means any dog having a current valid license.
N. “Livestock” means neat animals, horses, sheep, goats, swine, mules and asses.
O. “Owner” means any person owning, keeping, possessing, harboring, maintaining or having custody or otherwise
having control of an animal within the town limits.
P. “Police dog” means any dog belonging to any law enforcement agency service dog unit.
Q. “Property line” means the line which represents the legal limits of property (including an apartment,
condominium, room or other dwelling unit) owned, leased or otherwise occupied by a person, business, corporation or
institution. In cases involving sound from an activity on a public street or other public right-of-way, the “property line”
shall be the nearest boundary of the public right-of-way.
R. “Provocation” means any behavior toward an animal or its owners or its owner’s property which is likely to cause
a defensive reaction by the animal.
S. “Service animal” means any dog that is individually trained to do work or perform tasks for the benefit of an
individual with a disability, including a physical, sensory, psychiatric, intellectual, or other disability. The work or
tasks performed by the service animal must be directly related to the individual’s disability. The crime deterrent
effects of an animal’s presence and the provision of emotional support, well-being, comfort, or companionship do not
constitute work or tasks for the purposes of this definition. A dog does not necessarily require certification in order to
be a service animal for the purposes of this definition; however, to be eligible for no cost licensing pursuant to this
title, the dog must be certified in writing as a service animal.
T. “Tie-out” means a chain, leash, wire cable or similar restraint attached to a stake, swivel or pulley.
U. “Town enforcement agent” means the person who is designated by the town manager to be responsible for the
enforcement of this title and any deputies designated by the town enforcement agent or this title.
V. “Under restraint” means an animal secured by a leash or lead and under control of a responsible person, or
confined within a vehicle or located upon the real property limits of its owner.
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6.05.010
Definitions.
The following definitions shall apply throughout this chapter unless the context clearly indicates otherwise.
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W. “Vaccination” means an anti-rabies vaccination using a type of vaccine approved by the state veterinarian and
administered by a state-licensed veterinarian.
X. “Vicious animal” means any animal that has a disposition or tendency to attack, to cause injury to, or otherwise
endanger the safety of human beings or domestic animals without provocation, or that has been so declared after a
hearing before the town magistrate. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-1-2.]
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Chapter 6.10
ENFORCEMENT

Powers and duties of town enforcement agent.
Appointment of animal control officers; authority.
Peace officer authority; code compliance officer authority.
Commencement of Action.
Unlawful interference with town enforcement agent; classification.
Enforcement; continuing violations.

6.10.010
Powers and duties of town enforcement agent.
A. The town enforcement agent shall:
1. Enforce the provisions of this title.
2. Issue citations for the violation of provisions of this title.
B. The town enforcement agent may designate deputies to carry out the powers and duties set forth in this section.
6.10.020
Appointment of animal control officers; authority.
A. The appointment of town animal control officers is hereby authorized.
B. Animal control officers shall be designated as deputies to the town enforcement agent and may commence an
action or proceeding before a court for any violation of this title or any state statute relating to rabies or animal control
that occurs within the jurisdiction of the town.
6.10.030
Peace officer authority; code compliance officer authority.
A. Any peace officer is hereby designated a deputy to the town enforcement agent and is authorized and empowered
to enforce the provisions of this title and to issue citations for violations of it.
B. Any code compliance officer is hereby designated a deputy to the town enforcement agent and is authorized and
empowered to enforce the provisions of the title that are classified as civil offenses and to issue citations for violations
of those civil offenses.
6.10.040
Commencement of action.
A. An animal control officer or peace officer may commence an action for violation of this title by issuing and
personally serving an Arizona traffic ticket and complaint as provided in A.R.S. §13-3903, except that an animal
control officer shall not make an arrest before issuing the ticket and complaint.
B. A code compliance officer may commence an action for a civil violation of this title by issuing a uniform civil
code complaint pursuant to section 6.10.030 of this code.
C. The town attorney or designee may commence an action for violation of this title by filing a long form complaint
with the Sahuarita Municipal Court.
D. The issuance of citations pursuant to this section shall be subject to the provisions of A.R.S. §13-3899.
Unlawful interference with town enforcement agent; classification.
6.10.050
A. It shall be unlawful for any person to interfere with the town enforcement agent or any deputy authorized to
enforce this title in the performance of his duties, or to release any animal duly impounded
B. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.10.060
Enforcement; continuing violations.
A. Violations of this title may be enforced in any manner provided by town ordinances and state laws.
B. Any person violating the provisions of this title shall be responsible or guilty of a separate offense for each and
every day or portion of a day during which any violation of this title is committed or permitted.

The August 2017 Amendments
to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the
Sahuarita Town Code

Page 4 of 19

Packet Pg. 23

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0518 (TCA: Animal Control)

Sections:
6.10.010
6.10.020
6.10.030
6.10.040
6.10.050
6.10.060
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Chapter 6.15

Sections:
6.15.010
6.15.020
6.15.030
6.15.040
6.15.050
6.15.060
6.15.070
6.15.080
6.15.090
6.15.100
6.15.110

Vaccination required; classification.
Type of vaccination.
Vaccination certificate.
License required; classification.
Vaccination certificate prerequisite to license.
Vaccination outside the state.
License fees; delinquency penalties.
Issuance, contents of dog license tag.
Tag required, exceptions.
Transfer of license; fee; classification.
Counterfeiting or transferring of tags prohibited; classification.

6.15.010
Vaccination required.
A. It shall be unlawful to own, keep, possess, harbor or maintain a dog over the age of three months in the town
unless it is vaccinated in accordance with the requirements of this chapter.
B. Any person who fails to comply with this section is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor.
6.15.020
Type of vaccinations.
The type or types of anti-rabies vaccination that may be used for the vaccination of dogs, the period of time between
vaccination and revaccination, and the dosage and method of administration of the vaccine shall be in accordance with
the rules and regulations designated by the state veterinarian.
6.15.030
Vaccination certificate.
The person causing a dog to be vaccinated shall demand and be given an official certificate of vaccination that includes
the owner’s name and address, a brief description of the dog, the date and type of vaccination, the manufacturer and
serial number of the vaccine used, and the date the dog is due for revaccination.
6.15.040
License required; classification.
A. It shall be unlawful to own, keep, possess, harbor, or maintain a dog over the age of three months in the town for
more than 30 days without having the dog licensed in accordance with the requirements of this chapter.
B. Any person who fails to comply with this section is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor.
6.15.050 Vaccination certificate prerequisite to license.
No license shall be issued for any dog until the owner has presented a vaccination certificate signed by a licensed
veterinarian containing the information required by this chapter.
6.15.060 Vaccination outside the state.
A dog vaccinated in any other state prior to entry into the town may be licensed in the town, provided that, at the
time of licensing, the dog’s owner presents a vaccination certificate signed by a duly licensed veterinarian and the
certificate contains the information required by this chapter.
6.15.070 License fees; delinquency penalties.
A. No dog license shall be issued by the town enforcement agent, or approved service provider, until the payment of
a license fee has been made. License fees are as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC.
B. The annual license fee for any dog declared vicious or dangerous pursuant to this title shall be as set forth in
Chapter 3.10 STC.
C. A late penalty as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC will be charged on payments made after 30 days from the
expiration date of the license. If the license is obtained one year or later from the date on which the dog is required to
be licensed, an additional penalty fee as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC shall be paid.
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VACCINATION AND LICENSING OF DOGS

8.B.2

D. Owners of altered dogs wanting to pay lower license fees shall be required to sign an affidavit or present to the
town enforcement agent a certificate from a licensed veterinarian stating that a dog has been altered.
E. A guide dog belonging to a blind person who is a resident within the town, or a dog certified, in writing, as being
trained to the standards of a service animal by a nationally recognized service dog training agency, belonging to a
resident within the town shall be licensed pursuant to this chapter without payment of a fee. [Ord. 2014-093 § 1; Ord.
2008-07 § 11; Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-2-3.]

6.15.090 Tag required, exceptions, classification.
A. The dog license tag shall be affixed to a collar provided by the dog’s owner and worn at all times by the dog.
B. Properly vaccinated and licensed dogs need not wear a collar with the license tag affixed in the following
circumstances:
1. While exhibited at or transported to and from an American Kennel Club approved show;
2. While engaged in or transported to and from races approved by the Arizona Racing Commission; or
3. While acting as a police dog.
C. Failure to comply with this section is a civil infraction.
6.15.100 Transfer of license; fee; classification.
A. Whenever the ownership of a dog changes, the new owner shall secure a transfer of the dog’s license.
B. The releasing owner shall provide the new owner’s name, address and phone number and the dog’s age, sex and
license number to the town enforcement agent or approved service provider within ten days of transfer.
C. A transfer fee in an amount as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC shall be charged to transfer any license.
D. Failure to comply with this section is a civil infraction.
6.15.110 Counterfeiting or transferring of tags prohibited; classification.
A. It shall be unlawful to counterfeit or attempt to counterfeit an official dog license tag, or to remove a dog’s license
tag and place it on another dog.
B. Violation of this section is a class 2 misdemeanor.
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6.15.080 Issuance, contents of dog license tag.
The town enforcement agent, or approved service provider, shall issue or cause to be issued a durable dog license tag,
imprinted with the license number, to the owner of each dog licensed under this chapter.

8.B.2

Chapter 6.20
DOGS AT LARGE

Dogs at large prohibited; exceptions; classification.

6.20.010
Dogs at large prohibited; exceptions; classification.
A. Any dog owned, possessed, harbored, kept or maintained on public streets, sidewalks, alleys, parks or other public
property shall be restrained by a leash, chain, rope, cord or similar device.
B. Any dog owned, possessed, harbored, kept or maintained upon or about the private property of any person,
including the property of the dog’s owner, shall be confined inside a house or other building, or confined by a fence or
similar enclosure of sufficient strength and height, to prevent the dog from escaping from the property,
C. Dogs may be at large as an exception to this chapter as follows:
1. While participating in field trials, obedience classes or kennel club events, provided that the dog is
accompanied by and under the control of the dog’s owner or trainer.
2. While being used or trained for legal hunting or for control of livestock.
3. While assisting a peace officer engaged in law enforcement duties.
4. While within a town maintained temporary or permanent dog park.
5. While acting as a service animal and assisting an individual with a disability, so long as such dogs are
under direct and effective voice control of such individual to assure that they do not violate any other
provisions of law.
D. Except as otherwise provided in this section, violation of this section is a civil infraction.
E. Violation of this section is a class 2 misdemeanor if the owner of the animal has been found responsible or guilty
of a violation of this section within the 12 month period prior to the date of the offense.
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Sections:
6.20.010
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Chapter 6.25
DOG WASTE REMOVAL

Waste removal required; exceptions; classification.

6.25.010
Waste removal required; exceptions; classification.
A. It shall be unlawful for the owner or person having custody of any dog to fail to immediately remove and dispose
of in a sanitary manner any solid waste deposited by such dog on public property or deposited on private property
without the consent of the person in control of the property.
B. It shall be unlawful for the owner or person having custody of any dog to deposit, cause to be deposited, or allow
to accumulate within or about such premises, for a longer time than 24 hours, any solid wastes from dogs. This
provision is to include animal wastes on private property including property owned, leased, or controlled by the owner
of the dog.
C. Paragraph A of this section shall not apply to blind persons, persons with mobility disabilities, or police offices or
other law enforcement officers accompanied by police dogs while on emergency.
D. Violation of this section is a civil infraction.
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Sections:
6.25.010
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Chapter 6.30
CRUELTY AND NEGLECT OF ANIMALS

Cruelty prohibited; classification; penalty.
Neglect prohibited; classification; penalty.
Protection of animals by the town.
Animal hoarding prohibited; exception; definitions; classification; penalty.

6.30.010
Cruelty prohibited; classification; penalty.
A. It is unlawful for a person having care, control, charge, or custody of any animal, either as owner or otherwise, to:
1. Overdrive, overload, overwork, torture, torment, cruelly beat, mutilate or unlawfully kill the animal.
2. Cause or procure an animal to be overdriven, overloaded, driven when overloaded, overworked, tortured,
tormented, cruelly beaten, mutilated or killed.
3. Inflict unnecessary cruelty upon the animal.
4. Cruelly drive or work the animal when unfit for labor.
5. Cruelly abandon the animal.
6. Carry or cause the animal to be carried in or upon a vehicle or otherwise, in an unnecessarily cruel or
inhumane manner.
7. Knowingly and willfully authorize or permit the animal to be subjected to unreasonable or unnecessary
torture, suffering or cruelty of any kind.
B. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
C. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the magistrate, the
magistrate may order that the owner of the animal shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a period of
up to three years and that the animal(s) which is the subject of this action be forfeited to the town enforcement agent.
6.30.020
Neglect prohibited; classification; penalty.
A. The purpose of this section is to guarantee that animals under human custody or control are housed in healthy
environments and are provided with proper food, water, shelter, medical care, exercise space, and ventilation.
B. Any person owning or having care, control or custody of any animal, either as owner or otherwise, shall provide:
1. That the animal receives daily food that is free from contamination and is of sufficient quantity and nutritive
value to maintain the animal in good health;
2. That potable water is accessible to the animal at all times, either free-flowing or in a clean receptacle;
3. That, except for livestock, all animals have convenient access to natural or artificial shelter throughout the
year. Any such artificial shelter shall be structurally sound and maintained in good repair to protect the animal
from injury and from the elements and of sufficient size to permit the animal to enter, stand, turn around and lie
down in a natural manner. Any shelter which does not protect the animal from temperature extremes or
precipitation, or which does not provide adequate ventilation or drainage, does not comply with this chapter.
Any shelter, all bedding and any spaces accessible to the animal shall be maintained in a manner which
minimizes the risk of the animal contracting disease, being injured or becoming infested with parasites;
4. That the animal receives care and medical treatment for debilitating injuries, parasites and diseases sufficient
to maintain the animal in good health and minimize suffering;
5. That the animal is given adequate exercise space within an enclosure that shall be constructed of material and
in a manner to minimize the risk of injury to the animal, and shall encompass sufficient usable space to keep the
animal in good condition, but, with the exception of temporary tethering of horses, the use of tieouts such as
chains, leashes, wires, cables, ropes, or similar restraining devices for the purpose of animal confinement is
hereby prohibited;
6. That the animal has access to adequate ventilation and is protected from temperature extremes at all times. In
this connection, it is unlawful for any person to keep any animal in a vehicle or other enclosed space in which the
temperature is either so high or so low, or the ventilation is so inadequate, as to endanger the animal’s life or
health. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-4-2.]
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
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Sections:
6.30.010
6.30.020
6.30.030
6.30.040
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6.30.030
Protection of animals by the town.
A. Any peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized to use
whatever force is reasonable and necessary to remove any animal from a vehicle or other enclosed space whenever it
appears that the animal’s life or health is endangered by extreme temperatures or lack of ventilation within the vehicle
or other enclosed space.
B. No peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent shall be liable for damages
to property caused by the use of reasonable force to remove an animal from such a vehicle or other enclosed space
under such circumstances.
C. Any peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized and
empowered to remove and impound any animal in plain view and suffering from life-threatening exigent
circumstances. The owner of any animal removed and impounded under the provisions of this chapter shall be liable
for any impoundment, boarding or veterinary fees incurred in connection therewith.
D. Any of the provisions of this chapter may be waived as dictated by treatment under the direction of a licensed
veterinarian.
E. An owner of an animal charged with a violation of this chapter shall produce that animal for inspection or
impoundment upon the request of the designated town enforcement agent. All owners shall be responsible for any and
all applicable impoundment and boarding fees in connection therewith.
6.30.040
Animal hoarding prohibited; exception; definitions; classification; penalty.
A. No person shall own, possess, keep, harbor, or maintain ten or more animals under circumstances injurious to the
health or welfare of any animal or person. Circumstances injurious to the health or welfare of any animal or person
may include, but are not limited to the following:
1. Unsanitary, overcrowded, or other inhumane conditions; or
2. Failure to provide appropriate medical care; or
3. Failure to provide suitable water or food for the species; or
4. Abandonment.
B. Feral cats that are not domesticated, have become wild, or are free roaming, shall not be considered owned,
possessed, kept, harbored, or maintained for the purposes of this section.
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
D. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the court, the town
magistrate may order one or more of the following:
1. That the person complete a court-approved metal health evaluation and any recommended treatment at the
convicted person’s expense.
2. That the person shall not be permitted to own, possess, keep, harbor, or maintain any animal for a period of up
to three years.
3. That the person submit to periodic property inspections by any town enforcement agent.
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D. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the magistrate, the
magistrate may order that the owner of the animal shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a period of
up to three years and that the animal(s) which is the subject of this action be forfeited to the town enforcement agent.
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Chapter 6.35
DANGEROUS ANIMALS

Keeping dangerous animals prohibited; exceptions; classifications.
Prohibited acts; classification; defenses.
Restitution.
Quarantine of biting animals; reporting; handling and destruction; exception.

6.35.010
Keeping dangerous animals prohibited; exceptions; classifications.
A. It is unlawful for any person to keep, control, harbor, or otherwise have under control any animal which is
dangerous.
B. This chapter shall not apply to zoos, wild animal parks or animal shelters, or to persons who are in compliance
with an order of the town magistrate, issued pursuant to this title.
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.35.020
Prohibited acts; classification; defenses.
A. The owner of any animal that bites; attempts to bite, endangers or otherwise injures or causes injury to human
beings or other animals is guilty of a class 1 misdemeanor.
B. The owner of any animal that destroys, damages, or causes damage to the property of another person is guilty of a
class 1 misdemeanor.
C. It shall be an affirmative defense to the provisions of this section if the animal is:
1. Not at large and there is provocation; or
2. The dog is a police dog under the command of its trainer.
6.35.030
Restitution.
In addition to any other penalty, if a victim suffers economic loss as a result of a violation of this chapter, the court
shall order the owner to pay restitution to the victim, in the full amount of the victim’s economic loss, as determined by
the court. This remedy shall not abridge any civil cause of action by the victim.
6.35.040
Quarantine of biting animals; reporting; handling and destruction; exception.
A. Any unvaccinated dog or cat that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in a shelter approved by the
town enforcement agent or, upon request of and at the expense of the owner, at a veterinary hospital, for a period of not
less than 10 days.
B. If a dog that bites any person is properly vaccinated pursuant to this title, the dog may be confined and quarantined
for the 10 day period at the home of the dog’s owner or wherever the dog is harbored and maintained with the consent
of and in a manner prescribed by the town enforcement agent.
C. Any domestic animal other than a dog, cat, or livestock that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in
a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent or, upon the request of and at the expense of the owner, at a
veterinary hospital, for a period of not less than 14 days.
D. A caged or pet rodent or rabbit that bites a person may be confined and quarantined for the 14 day period at the
home of the owner or where it is harbored or maintained with the consent of and in a manner prescribed by the town
enforcement agent.
E. Livestock that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in a manner regulated by the Arizona
department of agriculture for a period of not less than 14 days.
F. Whenever an animal bites any person, the incident shall be reported to the town enforcement agent immediately
by any person having direct knowledge.
G. The town enforcement agent may destroy any animal confined and quarantined pursuant to this section prior to
the termination of the minimum confinement period for laboratory examination for rabies if:
1. The animal shows clear clinical signs of rabies; and
2. One of the following occurs:
a. The owner of the animal consents to destruction; or
b. The court orders the animal’s destruction.
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Sections:
6.35.010
6.35.020
6.35.030
6.35.040
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H. The owner of any animal confined and quarantined pursuant to this section shall be responsible for any fees
incurred by the town enforcement agent for the impounding, sheltering, and disposition of the animal.
I. Any animal quarantined pursuant to this section may be impounded and kept beyond the quarantine period
pending the resolution of any criminal complaint or hearing requested pursuant to section 6.40.060 arising
out of or connected with the biting incident, provided that such complaint or request for hearing is filed
within 30 days of the biting incident.
J. This section does apply to a police dog that bites any person if the bite occurs while the dog is under proper
law enforcement supervision and the care of a licensed veterinarian, except that the law enforcement agency
shall notify the town enforcement agent if the dog exhibits any abnormal behavior and shall make the dog
available for examination at any reasonable time.
K. Failure to comply with this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
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Chapter 6.40

Sections:
6.40.010
6.40.020
6.40.030
6.40.040
6.40.050
6.40.060
6.40.070
6.40.080
6.40.090
6.40.100
6.40.110
6.40.120
6.40.130

Impoundment of unvaccinated and unlicensed dogs; vaccination; costs.
Impoundment of dogs at large; impoundment period; costs.
Impoundment of animals subject to cruelty or neglect and dangerous animals.
Notice to owner.
Bond.
Hearing; rules of hearing; remedies, testimony of defendant; appeal; costs.
Findings of court after hearing.
Dangerous animals; consent to inspection; inspection; order of compliance; seizure.
Dangerous animals; required acts and unlawful activities; classification.
Duty to produce; exemption; classification.
Authority to microchip.
Payment of costs and fees associated with impoundment.
Disposition of animals.

6.40.010
Impoundment of unvaccinated and unlicensed dogs; vaccination; costs.
A. Any town enforcement agent may apprehend and impound any unvaccinated or unlicensed dog.
B. The town enforcement agent is hereby authorized to have a licensed veterinarian vaccinate and issue a vaccination
certificate for an impounded unvaccinated dog.
C. The owner of any dog impounded under this section may reclaim the dog at any time upon proof of ownership and
payment of all costs and fees associated with the impoundment.
6.40.020
Impoundment of dogs at large; impoundment period; notice; costs.
A. Any town enforcement agent may impound or cause to be impounded any dog running at large contrary to the
provisions of this title.
B. Each dog or cat that is impounded with a microchip or wearing a license or any other discernible form of owner
identification shall be kept and maintained at a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent for a minimum of 120
hours, unless the animal is claimed or surrendered by its owner prior to the expiration of the impoundment period.
The town enforcement agent shall promptly notify the animal’s owner, in person or by written notice of the
impoundment. Any owner who reclaims an impounded animal within the impoundment period, upon proof of
ownership, license and rabies vaccination as appropriate, is responsible for payment of all costs and fees associated
with the impoundment.
C. Except as otherwise provided in this section, each dog or cat that is impounded without any discernible form of
owner identification shall be kept and maintained at a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent for a minimum
of 72 hours, unless the animal is claimed or surrendered by its owner prior to the expiration of the impoundment
period. Any owner who reclaims an impounded animal within the impoundment period, upon proof of ownership,
license and rabies vaccination as appropriate, is responsible for payment of all costs and fees associated with the
impoundment.
6.40.030
Impoundment of animals subject to cruelty or neglect and dangerous animals.
Any town enforcement agent is authorized and empowered to remove and impound any animal in plain view, or
subject to a valid search warrant, if the agent has probable cause to believe any of the following:
A. That an animal is in distress caused by mistreatment, tie out, exposure to the elements, extremes of temperature,
lack of adequate ventilation or drainage, lack of sanitation, deprivation of proper food or potable water, restraint,
restriction of movement, confinement, lack of sufficient exercise space, constrictive gear, injury, illness, physical
impairment, or parasites.
B. That an animal’s well-being is threatened by a dangerous condition or circumstance and the agent has reason to
believe either:
1. That the distress of the animal or the dangerous condition or circumstance was caused or allowed to be
caused by the willful act or omission or negligence of the owner; or
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REMOVAL, IMPOUNDMENT, FORFEITURE, AND DISPOSITION OF ANIMALS

8.B.2

6.40.040
Notice to owner.
A. Whenever the town removes or impounds an animal pursuant to section 6.40.030, if the owner is known, and
unless the owner signs a statement permanently relinquishing ownership of the animal to the town enforcement
agent, the owner shall be provided with a written notice by one of the following means:
1. Personal service of notice on the owner
2. Leaving a copy of the notice with a person of suitable discretion at the owner’s residence or place of business.
3. Affixing a notice in a conspicuous place where the animal was found.
4. Mailing a copy of the notice to the owner’s last-known address by registered or certified mail, return receipt
requested.
B. The notice required by this section shall contain, at a minimum, the following information:
1. The town’s intent to file, within ten days of the owner’s receipt of the written notice, a written request with
the town magistrate for a hearing to determine if the animal should be returned to the owner or forfeited to the
town enforcement agent.
2. The owner’s right to present witnesses and be represented by an attorney at the hearing.
3. The bond amount required pursuant to section 6.40.050, along with a statement that if the bond is not posted
within ten days of the owner’s receipt of the written notice, the animal shall be deemed forfeited to the town
enforcement agent.
6.40.050
Bond.
Whenever the town removes or impounds any animal pursuant to section 6.40.030 pending a hearing to determine if
the animal should be returned to the owner or forfeited to the town enforcement agent, the owner must post 20 days of
impoundment fees in advance as a bond to defray some of the costs of boarding and impoundment, and any necessary
veterinary care for the animal.
6.40.060
Hearing; rules of hearing; remedies; testimony of defendant; appeal.
A. Upon receipt of a written request for a hearing regarding an animal impounded pursuant to section 6.40.030, the
court shall set the hearing within 15 business days
B. The hearing shall be held in an informal manner and is open to the public. Oral and documentary evidence may
be taken from any interested party or witness and considered in making a determination. The rules of evidence do not
apply and hearsay is admissible.
C. Any owner who fails to appear after notice may be deemed to have waived any right to introduce evidence.
D. The town need not be represented by counsel at the hearing. Absent extraordinary circumstances, the town’s right
to be represented by counsel or other designated representative is waived unless, at least five days prior to the hearing
date, the town notifies the court and the defendant, at the address set forth on the complaint or any different address
provided by the defendant, of the town’s election to be represented by counsel or other designated representative.
[Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-6.]
E. The owner may be represented by counsel at the animal owner’s cost.
F. Use of the civil procedures and remedies provided for in this chapter shall neither require nor preclude other
enforcement action on the same facts, including a criminal prosecution of the owner. The civil procedures and
remedies provided for in this chapter are remedial and not punitive, and are not precluded by an acquittal or conviction
in a criminal proceeding.
G. This chapter shall not be construed as precluding the destruction of any animal if destruction is otherwise
authorized by law, nor shall anything in this chapter be construed as precluding the spaying or neutering of any animal.
If any provision of this chapter is in conflict with any other provisions of this code, this chapter shall be controlling.
H. If a defendant testifies at a hearing held pursuant to this section, the defendant does not, by so testifying, waive the
right to remain silent during the trial; and if the defendant does testify at the hearing, neither this fact nor the
defendant’s testimony at the hearing shall be mentioned at the trial unless the defendant testifies at the trial concerning
the same matters.
I. Appeal of the decision of the town magistrate shall be by way of special action to the superior court on the record
of the hearing. The appealing party shall bear the cost of preparing the record of the hearing on appeal. No appeal
shall be taken later than 30 days after the town magistrate’s decision. The owner must post a bond equivalent to 60
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2. That it is likely the animal would be in distress from any cause, or its well-being would be threatened by any
dangerous condition or circumstance if the owner retains ownership of the animal; or
3. That an animal is vicious or destructive or may be a danger to the safety of any person or other animal.

8.B.2

6.40.070
Findings of court after hearing
A. If the town magistrate finds from a preponderance of the evidence that the animal was subject to cruelty or
neglect under the circumstances set forth in 6.40.030(A) or (B), the town magistrate shall order the animal forfeited
to the town enforcement agent.
B. If the town magistrate finds from a clear and convincing evidence that the animal is vicious or destructive, or is
danger to the safety of any person or other animal, then the town magistrate shall enter such orders as the magistrate
deems necessary to protect the public, taking into account the recommendations of the town enforcement agent and
the animal’s owner. In addition to any other penalty or order, if the town magistrate finds that the animal is vicious
or destructive, or is a danger to the safety of any person or other animal, the court shall order one or more of the
following:
1. That the animal be kept in an enclosure that is secure enough that the animal cannot bite, harm, or injure
anyone outside the enclosure, and cannot escape, as follows:
a. The court shall determine the appropriate fencing requirements for the size and nature of the animal.
The court may require a fence, including gates, to be six feet in height; a fence five to six feet in height to
incline to the inside of the confinement area at a 45 degree angle from the vertical; or that the confinement
area be wholly covered by a material strong enough to keep the animal from escaping.
b. The court may require the bottom of the confinement area to be of concrete, cement or asphalt, or of
blocks or bricks set in concrete or cement; or if the bottom is not provided, then a footing of such material
shall be placed along the whole perimeter of the confinement area to a depth of one foot below ground level,
or deeper if required by the court.
c. The court may require the gates to the confinement area to be locked at all times with a padlock except
when entering or exiting.
2. That the animal’s owner pay a reasonable cost to the town enforcement agent to tattoo the animal with an
identification number. The town enforcement agent shall maintain a registry of the numbers and the owners of
the animals.
3. That the animal be spayed or neutered at the owner’s expense.
4. That the animal be defanged or declawed.
5. That the animal be banished from the town limits, after first being spayed or neutered, microchipped and
tattooed by a licensed veterinarian at the owner’s expense.
6. That the animal be forfeited to the town enforcement agent for transfer to a legally incorporated humane
society or other non-profit corporate animal-welfare organization devoted to the welfare, protection, and humane
treatment of animals, as described in section 6.40.100.
7. That the animal be humanely destroyed.
8. That the animal be muzzled and restrained whenever the animal is outside its enclosure with a leash, chain, rope
or similar device not more than six feet in length sufficient to restrain the animal, and under the control of a person
capable of preventing the animal from engaging in any prohibited behavior.
9. That the owner of the animal display on every gate or entry way to the enclosure where the animal is kept a
sign in three-inch letters, easily readable by the public, using the words “Vicious Animal.”
10. That the owner maintain liability insurance in a single incident amount of at least $250,000 for bodily injury
or death of any person or for damage to property caused by the animal.
C. If the owner fails to appear at the hearing, the town magistrate shall order the animal forfeited to the town
enforcement agent.
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days of impoundment costs in order to perfect the appeal. Notice of the amount due shall be given to the owner by the
town magistrate at the time of the hearing if forfeiture is ordered.
J. Unless good cause is shown, the animal’s owner shall be responsible for all fees associated with the impoundment
of an animal pursuant to 6.40.030, including without limitation veterinary, removal, impoundment, boarding,
microchipping, and disposition fees, until a final decision by the town magistrate, including the pendency of an appeal.
No magistrate may waive or reduce any veterinary, impound, or board fees resulting from the animal’s impoundment
unless the owner prevails at the hearing.

8.B.2

6.40.090
Dangerous animals; required acts and unlawful activities; classification.
A. An owner or any other person having control of a dangerous animal shall not fail to comply with an order of the
town magistrate regarding the animal.
B. An owner of a dangerous animal shall not sell, give away, abandon, or otherwise dispose of the animal without
notifying the town enforcement agent in writing in advance.
C. An owner of a dangerous animal shall provide proof of liability insurance and veterinarian’s certificate of spaying
or neutering to the town enforcement agent upon demand, when applicable.
D. No person shall prevent or attempt to prevent inspection of a dangerous animal or the premises where the animal
is kept.
E. When the owner of an animal is notified that the town enforcement agent is evaluating an animal or wants to
evaluate an animal to determine if the animal is vicious or destructive, the owner of the animal shall present the animal
for inspection within 24 hours of a request by the town enforcement agent. The owner shall not sell, give away, hide,
or otherwise prevent the town enforcement agent from making an evaluation of the animal.
F. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.40.100
Duty to produce; exemption; classification.
A. An owner of an animal charged with a violation of chapter 6.30 or chapter 6.35, or of an animal quarantined
pursuant to chapter 6.35.040, shall produce that animal for inspection or impoundment upon the request of any town
enforcement agent.
B. This section shall not apply where the violation in question occurred when the animal bit a member of the owner’s
household.
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.40.110 Authority to microchip.
The town enforcement agent is authorized and empowered to place or cause to be placed an identity-tracing microchip
in any animal impounded under this title.
6.40.120
Payment of costs and fees associated with impoundment.
Except as otherwise provided in this title, all fees associated with the impoundment of an animal for any reason under
the authority of this title, including without limitation veterinary, removal, impoundment, boarding, microchipping,
and disposition fees, shall be paid by the animal’s owner.
6.40.130
Disposition of animals
A. Any animal forfeited, abandoned, ownerless, or unclaimed, and any other animals to be permanently
disposed of by the town enforcement agent pursuant to this title shall be disposed of by one of the following
methods:
1. Placed by adoption in a suitable home.
2. Transferred to a legally incorporated humane society or other nonprofit corporate animal-welfare
organization devoted to the welfare, protection, and humane treatment of animals. Transferred
animals shall be disposed of by one of the following methods:
a. Placed by adoption in a suitable home after first being sterilized.
b. Released as part of a community cat program
c. Humanely destroyed
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6.40.080
Dangerous animals; consent to inspection; order of compliance; seizure.
A. By continuing to own an animal declared to be dangerous, an owner gives consent to the town enforcement agent
to inspect the animal and the premises where the animal is kept.
B. Upon inspection, the town enforcement agent may seize and impound the animal if the owner has failed to comply
with the town magistrate’s order on disposition of the animal.
C. If the owner of the animal has not demonstrated compliance with the town magistrate’s order within five days
after the seizure of the animal, the town enforcement agent may humane destroy the animal.
D. If the owner of the animal demonstrates proof of compliance with the town magistrate’s order, then the animal
will be returned to the owner after payment of impound fees and any other applicable fees.
E. Any action taken under this section shall be in addition to any available criminal penalties.

8.B.2
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3. Humanely destroyed
B. As a condition of any transfer of animals pursuant to this section, the town enforcement agent shall verify that
any organization that receives animals is organized for the pursuit of animal welfare activities, is actively
engaged in those activities, does not breed or release unsterilized animals, releases animals only through
community cat programs or through adoption or fostering into suitable homes after first being sterilized, and
complies with the sterilization and placement provisions of this title, and all applicable laws. Verification
shall include announced and unannounced inspections of the organization’s facilities and records. The town
enforcement agent may repossess any animals and their offspring from any organization that is not in
compliance with these conditions, and shall repossess these animals if the organization is not in compliance
with the mandates set forth in subparagraph A(2) of this section, or if the organization or its personnel violate
a cruelty law. Any organization wishing to receive animals must agree in writing to the terms of this section.
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Chapter 6.45
EXCESSIVE NOISE CAUSED BY ANIMALS
Excessive noise prohibited;classification.
Exemptions.

6.45.010
Excessive noise prohibited; classification.
A. It is unlawful to own, possess, harbor or control any animal which frequently or for continuous duration howls,
barks, meows, squawks or makes other sounds, if they are clearly audible sounds beyond the property line of the
property on which they are conducted and they disturb the public peace, quiet or comfort of the neighboring
inhabitants. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-6-1.]
B. If the owner of the animal which has engaged in an activity prohibited by this chapter cannot be determined, the
owner, lessee or occupant of the property on which the activity is located shall be deemed responsible for the violation.
C. A violation of this section is a civil infraction. Each day’s continuance of a violation under this chapter shall be
determined a separate offense.
6.45.020 Exemptions.
Persons wishing to continue activities which constitute a violation of this chapter but were commenced prior to
January 4, 1994, may seek an exemption from the town magistrate. Such an exemption may be granted if the
magistrate finds that strict application of this chapter would cause undue hardship and that there is no reasonable or
productive alternative method of engaging in the activity. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-6-3.]
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Sections:
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8.B.3

8.B.3

Title 6

Chapters:
6.05
6.10
6.15
6.20
6.25
6.30
6.35
6.40
6.45

Definitions
Licensing – Vaccination – Kennel Permits – RegulationsEnforcement
Dogs at Large – Dog Waste Removal – Penalty – ExceptionsVaccination and Licensing of Dogs
Cruelty and Neglect of AnimalsDogs at Large
Dangerous AnimalsDog Waste Removal
Excessive Noise Caused by AnimalsCruelty and Neglect of Animals
Authority to Enforce, Remove and ImpoundDangerous Animals
Rules of ProcedureRemoval, Impoundment, Forfeiture, and Disposition of Animals
Excessive Noise Caused by Animals
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ANIMAL CONTROL

8.B.3

Chapter 6.05

Sections:
6.05.010
General rule regarding definitions.
6.05.020
Definitions.
6.05.010
General rule regarding definitions.
All words and phrases in this chapter shall be construed and understood according to the common and approved use of
the language, but technical words and phrases and such others as may have acquired a peculiar and appropriate
meaning in the law shall be construed and understood according to such peculiar and appropriate meaning. [Ord.
2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-1-1.]
6.05.0120 Definitions.
The following definitions shall apply throughout this chapter unless the context clearly indicates otherwise.
A. “Altered dog” means a spayed female or neutered male dog.
B. A. “Animal” means a mammal, bird, reptile, or amphibian, whether domestic or wild.
C. B. “At large” means being neither confined by an enclosure nor physically restrained by a leash.
D. C. “Bite” means any penetration of the skin, or injury to a body part, caused by the teeth of any animal.
E. D. “Biting animal” means any animal that bites or otherwise injures human beings or other animals without
provocation.
E. “Citation” means a uniform traffic ticket and complaint for civil traffic cases, pursuant to the Rules of Procedure in Civil
Traffic Violation Cases adopted by the Supreme Court, modified as applicable.
F. F. “Collar” means a band, chain, harness or suitable device worn around the neck of a dog to which a dog license
tag may be affixed.
G. G. “Dangerous animal” means an animal which has been declared to be vicious or destructive pursuant to this
title, or an animal owned or harbored primarily or in part for the purpose of fighting or having been trained for
fighting, but does not include an animal used in law enforcement, an animal in custody of a zoo or wild animal park, an
animal placed in an animal shelter, an animal under care of a veterinarian or a wild animal.
H. H. “Destructive animal” means any animal that has a propensity to destroy, damage, or cause damage to the
property of a person other than the animal’s owner.
I.
J.

I. “Dog” means any member of the canine species.
“Domestic animal” means any of various animals that have been tamed and made fit for a human environment.

K. J. “Impound” means the act of taking or receiving an animal into custody for the purpose of confinement at Pima
County a shelter or pound approved by the town enforcement agentanimal care facility.
L. K. “Leash” or “lead” means a chain, rope, leather strap, cord or similar restraint attached to a collar or harness or
otherwise secured around an animal’s neck.
M. “Licensed dog” means any dog having a current valid license.
N. M. “Livestock” means nmeat animals, horses, sheep, goats, swine, mules and asses.
O. N. “Owner” means any person owning, keeping, possessing, harboring, maintaining or having custody or
otherwise having control of an animal within the town limits.
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DEFINITIONS

8.B.3

Q. P. “Property line” means the line which represents the legal limits of property (including an apartment,
condominium, room or other dwelling unit) owned, leased or otherwise occupied by a person, business, corporation or
institution. In cases involving sound from an activity on a public street or other public right-of-way, the “property line”
shall be the nearest boundary of the public right-of-way.
R. Q. “Provocation” means any behavior toward an animal or its owners or its owner’s property which is likely to
cause a defensive reaction by the animal.
S. R. “Service animal” means any dog that is individually trained to do work or perform tasks for the benefit of an
individual with a disability, including a physical, sensory, psychiatric, intellectual, or other disability. The work or
tasks performed by the service animal must be directly related to the individual’s disability. The crime deterrent
effects of an animal’s presence and the provision of emotional support, well-being, comfort, or companionship do not
constitute work or tasks for the purposes of this definition. A dog does not necessarily require certification in order to
be a service animal for the purposes of this definition; however, to be eligible for no cost licensing pursuant to this
title, the dog must be certified in writing as a service animal.
T. “Tie-out” means a chain, leash, wire cable or similar restraint attached to a stake, swivel or pulley.
U. S. “Town enforcement agent” means the official or agency person who is designated by the town manager to be
responsible for the enforcement of this title and any deputies designated by the town enforcement agent or this title.
perform animal control functions within the town.
V. T. “Under restraint” means an animal secured by a leash or lead and under control of a responsible person, or
confined within a vehicle or located upon the real property limits of its owner.
W. U. “Vaccination” means an anti-rabies vaccination using a type of vaccine approved by the state veterinarian and
administered by a state-licensed veterinarian.
X. V. “Vicious animal” means any animal that has a disposition or tendency to attack, bite, attempt to bite,to cause
injury to, or otherwise endanger or otherwise injure or cause to be injuredthe safety of human beings or other
domestic animals without provocation, or that has been so declared after a hearing before the town magistrate. [Ord.
2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-1-2.]
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P. O. “Police dog” means any dog belonging to any law enforcement agency service dog unit.

8.B.3

Chapter 6.10

Sections:
6.10.010
Town code supplementary to other law.Powers and duties of town enforcement agent.
6.10.020
License required.Appointment of animal control officers; authority.
6.10.030
Peace officer authority; code compliance officer authority.
License fee.
6.10.040
Violations – Penalty.Commencement of Action.
6.10.050
Unlawful interference with town enforcement agent; classification.
6.10.060
Enforcement; continuing violations.
6.10.010
Powers and duties of town enforcement agent.
Town code supplementary to other law.
A. The town enforcement agent shall:
1. Enforce the provisions of this title.
2. Issue citations for the violation of provisions of this title.
B. The town enforcement agent may designate deputies to carry out the powers and duties set forth in this section.
The provisions of this title are in addition to any requirements under United States law, Arizona law, Pima County law
and other applicable regulations relating to the licensing of dogs, vaccination, kennel permits and other regulations
which are not in conflict with the regulations contained in this title. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-2-1.]
6.10.020
License required.Appointment of animal control officers; authority.
A. A. All dogs owned, possessed, harbored or maintained in the town for more than 30 days shall be licensed, if over
three months of age, in accordance with this chapter. Licenses shall be issued, and fees collected, by the town
enforcement agent or approved veterinary clinic or hospital. Licenses shall be good for one year.The appointment of
town animal control officers is hereby authorized.
B. Animal control officers shall be designated as deputies to the town enforcement agent and may commence an
action or proceeding before a court for any violation of this title or any state statute relating to rabies or animal control
that occurs within the jurisdiction of the town.
B. Before a license is issued, the owner must present a rabies vaccination certificate signed by a veterinarian stating the
owner’s name and address and giving each dog’s description, date of vaccination, type, manufacturer, the serial
number of the vaccine and the date revaccination is due.
C. The town enforcement agent may apprehend and impound, or cause to be impounded, any dog, required to be
licensed, which is found without a license tag for the current year. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-2-2.]
6.10.030
License fee.Peace officer authority; code compliance officer authority.
A. Any peace officer is hereby designated a deputy to the town enforcement agent and is authorized and empowered
to enforce the provisions of this title and to issue citations for violations of it. A. No dog license shall be issued by the
town enforcement agent until the payment of a license fee has been made. License fees are as set forth in Chapter 3.10
STC.
B. Any code compliance officer is hereby designated a deputy to the town enforcement agent and is authorized and
empowered to enforce the provisions of the title that are classified as civil offenses and to issue citations for violations
of those civil offenses.
B. The annual license fee for any dog declared vicious or dangerous pursuant to this title shall be as set forth in Chapter
3.10 STC.
C. A late penalty as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC will be charged on payments made after 30 days from the expiration
date of the license. If the license is obtained one year or later from the date on which the dog is required to be licensed,
an additional penalty fee as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC shall be paid.
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LICENSING – VACCINATION – KENNEL PERMITS – REGULATIONSENFORCEMENT

8.B.3

E. A guide dog belonging to a blind person who is a resident within the town, or a dog certified, in writing, as being
trained to the standards of a service animal by a nationally recognized service dog training agency, belonging to a
resident within the town shall be licensed pursuant to this chapter without payment of a fee. [Ord. 2014-093 § 1; Ord.
2008-07 § 11; Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-2-3.]
6.10.040
Violations – PenaltyCommencement of action..
A. The owner of any dog who fails to license such dog pursuant to this chapter is guilty of a class two misdemeanor,
which is punishable by a fine of not less than $150.00 nor more than $750.00, four months in jail, two years’ probation,
or any combination thereof. No judge may grant probation in lieu of, or otherwise suspend, the imposition of the
minimum fine prescribed herein; provided, however, that where a violation of this section is charged, the fine shall be
reduced to $75.00 upon a showing to the court of proof of licensing, as is required for such dog, within 15 days of
issuance of the complaint. [Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2; prior code § 6-2-4.]An animal control officer or peace officer may
commence an action for violation of this title by issuing and personally serving an Arizona traffic ticket and complaint
as provided in A.R.S. §13-3903, except that an animal control officer shall not make an arrest before issuing the ticket
and complaint.
B. A code compliance officer may commence an action for a civil violation of this title by issuing a uniform civil
code complaint pursuant to chapter XXX section 6.10.030 of this code.
C. The town attorney or designee may commence an action for violation of this title by filing a long form complaint
with the Sahuarita Municipal Court. The Ddeputy Ttown atAttorney and the Ttown Pprosecutor are hereby
designated as designees of the Town Attorney for purposes of commencing an action for a violation of this title.
D. Upon receipt of the long form complaint, the Sahuarita Municipal Court shall issue a summons.
E. The issuance of a citations pursuant to this section shall be subject to the provisions of A.R.S. §13-3899.
The town attorney or designee may commence an action for violation of this title by filing a long form
complaint with the Sahuarita Municipal Court. Upon receipt of the long form complaint, the Sahuarita
Municipal Court shall issue a summons.
The issuance of a citations pursuant to this section shall be subject to the provisions of A.R.S. §13-3899.
6.10.050

Unlawful interference with town enforcement agent; classification.

A. It shall be unlawful for any person to interfere with the town enforcement agent or any deputy authorized to
enforce this title in the performance of his duties, or to release any animal duly impounded
B. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.10.060
Enforcement; continuing violations.
A. Violations of this title may be enforced or in any manner provided by town ordinances and state laws.
B. Any person violating the provisions of this title shall be responsible or guilty of a separate offense for each and
every day or portion of a day during which any violation of this title is committed or permitted.
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D. Owners of altered dogs wanting to pay lower license fees shall be required to sign an affidavit or present to the town
enforcement agent a certificate from a licensed veterinarian stating that a dog has been altered.

8.B.3

Chapter 6.15
DOGS AT LARGE – DOG WASTE REMOVAL – PENALTY – EXCEPTIONSVACCINATION AND

Sections:
6.15.010
6.15.020
6.15.030
6.15.040
6.15.050
6.15.060
6.15.070
6.15.080
6.15.090
6.15.100
6.15.110

At large dogs prohibited.Vaccination required; classification.
Exceptions.Type of vaccination.
Waste removal required.Vaccination certificate.
Violations – Penalty.License required; classification.
Vaccination certificate prerequisite to license.
Vaccination outside the state.
License fees; delinquency penalties.
Issuance, contents of dog license tag.
Tag required, exceptions.
Transfer of license; fee; classification.
Counterfeiting or transferring of tags prohibited; classification.

6.15.010
At large dogs prohibited.Vaccination required.
A. It shall be a civil infraction for any dog to run at large within the town upon the streets, sidewalks, alleys or other
public property, or upon the private premises of another person. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-3-1.]unlawful to
own, keep, possess, harbor or maintain a dog over the age of three months in the town unless it is vaccinated in
accordance with the requirements of this chapter,.
B. Any person who fails to comply with this section is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor.
6.15.020
Exceptions.Type of vaccinations.
Dogs may be at large as an exception to this chapter as follows:
A. While participating in field trials, obedience classes or kennel club events where such trials, classes or events have
been approved by the town or Pima County animal care.
B. While being used or trained for legal hunting or for control of livestock.
C. While assisting a peace officer engaged in law enforcement duties.
D. Guide dogs while assisting blind, deaf or physically handicapped persons, so long as such dogs are under direct and
effective voice control of such individual to assure that they do not violate any other provisions of law. [Ord. 2005-09
§ 1; prior code § 6-3-2.]The type or types of anti-rabies vaccination that may be used for the vaccination of dogs, the
period of time between vaccination and revaccination, and the dosage and method of administration of the vaccine
shall be in accordance with the rules and regulations designated by the state veterinarian.
6.15.030
Waste removal requiredVaccination certificate..
A. It shall be a civil infraction for the owner or person having custody of any dog to fail immediately to remove and
dispose of in a sanitary manner any solid waste deposited by such dog on public property or deposited on private
property without the consent of the person in control of the property. This subsection shall not apply to blind persons,
persons with mobility disabilities or law enforcement officers accompanied by police dogs while on duty.
B. It shall be a civil infraction for the owner or person having custody of any dog to deposit, cause to be deposited or
allow to accumulate within or about such premises, for a longer time than 24 hours, any solid wastes from dogs. This
provision is to include animal wastes on private property, including property owned, leased or controlled by the owner
of the dog. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-3-3.]The person causing a dog to be vaccinated shall demand and be
given an official certificate of vaccination that includes the owner’s name and address, a brief description of the dog,
the date and type of vaccination, the manufacturer and serial number of the vaccine used, and the date the dog is due
for revaccination.
The August 2017 Amendments
to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the
Sahuarita Town Code

Page 6 of 29

Packet Pg. 44

Attachment: Redline Version of Existing Title 6 for Comparison of Old/New Language (TCA: Animal Control)

LICENSING OF DOGS

8.B.3

A. Unless otherwise specified, a violation of any provision of this chapter shall be a civil offense. A violation of
any provision of this chapter is punishable as follows:
1. For a first violation within a 12-month period, a fine of not less than $25.00, nor more than $300.00.
2. For a second violation within a 12-month period, a fine of not less than $75.00, nor more than $300.00.
3. For a third or subsequent violation within a 12-month period, a fine of not less than $200.00, nor more
than $300.00.
B. Any individual having received a notice of violation and failing to appear at the hearing time designated in
the notice of violation, or time designated for hearing by the court, shall be deemed to have admitted the
allegations of the complaint, and the court shall enter judgment for the town and impose a civil sanction in
accordance with the provisions of this chapter.
C. In the event that any penalty ordered to be paid by the court or forfeited pursuant to default is not paid
within 30 days of the magistrate’s order, appropriate civil proceedings both legal and equitable may be
instituted by the town attorney in order to enforce the administrative order. In addition, the magistrate may
institute judicial proceedings as provided by law to collect said penalty. All penalties collected pursuant to this
chapter shall be paid to and become the property of the town.
D. A Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent may, in addition to the
procedures prescribed in this section, impound, or cause to be impounded, any dog running at large contrary
to the provisions of this chapter.
E. Upon the impounding of a licensed dog, the owner shall be immediately notified in person or by mail and
may reclaim such dog upon payment of all costs and charges incurred in picking up, impounding and
maintaining said dog.
F. Any licensed dog unclaimed within five days of its impoundment may be disposed of by the town
enforcement agent as set forth in subsection H of this section.
G. Any unlicensed dog unclaimed within three days may be disposed of by the town enforcement agent as set
forth in subsection H of this section.
H. Any animal forfeited, abandoned, ownerless or unclaimed, and any other animals to be disposed of by the
town enforcement agent, shall be:
1. Placed by adoption in a suitable home;
2. Humanely destroyed; or
3. Transferred to a duly incorporated humane society or other nonprofit corporate animal welfare
organization devoted to the welfare, protection and humane treatment of animals. Transferred animals
shall be:
a. Placed by adoption in a suitable home after first being sterilized.
b. If the animal’s condition and health warrants, humanely destroyed.
I. As a condition of any transfer of animals under subsection (H)(3) of this section, the enforcement agent shall
verify that any organization that receives animals is organized for the pursuit of animal welfare activities, is
actively engaged in those activities, does not breed nor release unsterilized animals, only releases animals
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6.15.040
Violations – Penalty.License required; classification.
A. It shall be unlawful to own, keep, possess, harbor, or maintain a dog over the age of three months in the town for
more than 30 days without having the dog licensed in accordance with the requirements of this chapter.
B. Any person who fails to comply with this section is guilty of a class 2 misdemeanor.

through adoption into suitable homes after first being sterilized, and complies with the sterilization, placement,
and all other applicable provisions of this section, this chapter, this title, and other applicable laws. Such
verification shall include announced and unannounced inspections of the organization’s facilities and records.
The enforcement agent may repossess any animals and their offspring from any organization that is not in
compliance with these conditions, and shall repossess these animals if the organization is not in compliance
with the mandates set forth in subsection (H)(3) of this section, or if the organization or its personnel violate a
cruelty law. Any organization wishing to receive animals must agree in writing to the terms of this subsection.
[Ord. 2014-093 § 2; Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2; prior code § 6-3-4.]
6.15.050 Vaccination certificate prerequisite to license.
No license shall be issued for any dog until the owner has presented a vaccination certificate signed by a licensed
veterinarian containing the information required by this chapter.
6.15.060 Vaccination outside the state.
A dog vaccinated in any other state prior to entry into the town may be licensed in the town, provided that, at the time
of licensing, the dog’s owner presents a vaccination certificate signed by a duly licensed veterinarian and the
certificate contains the information required by this chapter.
6.15.070 License fees; delinquency penalties.
A. No dog license shall be issued by the town enforcement agent, or approved service provider, until the payment of
a license fee has been made. License fees are as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC.
B. The annual license fee for any dog declared vicious or dangerous pursuant to this title shall be as set forth in
Chapter 3.10 STC.
C. A late penalty as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC will be charged on payments made after 30 days from the
expiration date of the license. If the license is obtained one year or later from the date on which the dog is required to
be licensed, an additional penalty fee as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC shall be paid.
D. Owners of altered dogs wanting to pay lower license fees shall be required to sign an affidavit or present to the
town enforcement agent a certificate from a licensed veterinarian stating that a dog has been altered.
E. A guide dog belonging to a blind person who is a resident within the town, or a dog certified, in writing, as being
trained to the standards of a service animal by a nationally recognized service dog training agency, belonging to a
resident within the town shall be licensed pursuant to this chapter without payment of a fee. [Ord. 2014-093 § 1; Ord.
2008-07 § 11; Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-2-3.]
6.15.080 Issuance, contents of dog license tag.
The town enforcement agent, or approved service provider, shall issue or cause to be issued a durable dog license tag,
imprinted with the license number, to the owner of each dog licensed under this chapter.
6.15.090 Tag required, exceptions, classification.
A. The dog license tag shall be affixed to a collar provided by the dog’s owner and worn at all times by the dog.
B. Properly vaccinated and licensed dogs need not wear a collar with the license tag affixed in the following
circumstances:
1. While exhibited at or transported to and from an American Kennel Club approved show;
2. While engaged in or transported to and from races approved by the Arizona Racing Commission; or
3. While acting as a police dog.
C. Failure to comply with this section is a class 2 misdemeanor.
6.15.100 Transfer of license; fee; classification.
A. Whenever the ownership of a dog changes, the new owner shall secure a transfer of the dog’s license.
B. The releasing owner shall provide the new owner’s name, address and phone number and the dog’s age, sex and
license number to the town enforcement agent or approved service provider within ten days of transfer.
C. A transfer fee in an amount as set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC shall be charged to transfer any license.
D. Failure to comply with this section is a civil infraction.
6.15.110 Counterfeiting or transferring of tags prohibited; classification.
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A. It shall be unlawful to counterfeit or attempt to counterfeit an official dog license tag, or to remove a dog’s license
tag and place it on another dog.
B. Violation of this section is a class 2 misdemeanor.
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Chapter 6.20

Sections:
6.20.010
.
6.20.020
6.20.030

Cruelty prohibitedDogs at large prohibited; exceptions; classification.
Neglect prohibited.
Protection of animals by town – Violations – Penalty.

6.20.010
Cruelty prohibited.Dogs at large prohibited; exceptions; classification.
A. Whoever overdrives, overloads, overworks, tortures, torments, cruelly beats, mutilates or unlawfully kills an
animal or causes or procures an animal to be so overdriven, overloaded, driven when overloaded, overworked,
tortured, tormented, cruelly beaten, mutilated or killed, and whoever, having charge or custody of an animal, either as
owner or otherwise, inflicts unnecessary cruelty upon it, cruelly drives or works it when unfit for labor, or cruelly
abandons it, or carries it or causes it to be carried in or upon a vehicle or otherwise, in an unnecessarily cruel or
inhumane manner or knowingly and willfully authorizes or permits it to be subjected to unreasonable or unnecessary
torture, suffering or cruelty of any kind, shall be guilty of a class one misdemeanor. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code §
6-4-1.]Any dog owned, possessed, harbored, kept or maintained on public streets, sidewalks, alleys, parks or other
public property shall be restrained by a leash, chain, rope, cord or similar device.
B. Any dog owned, possessed, harbored, kept or maintained upon or about the private property of any person,
including the property of the dog’s owner, shall be confined inside a house or other building, or confined by a fence or
similar enclosure of sufficient strength and height, to prevent the dog from escaping from the property,
C. Dogs may be at large as an exception to this chapter as follows:
1. While participating in field trials, obedience classes or kennel club events, provided that the dog is
accompanied by and under the control of the dog’s owner or trainer.
2. While being used or trained for legal hunting or for control of livestock.
3. While assisting a peace officer engaged in law enforcement duties.
4. While within a town maintained temporary or permanent dog park.
5. While acting as a service animal and assisting an individual with a disability, so long as such dogs are
under direct and effective voice control of such individual to assure that they do not violate any other
provisions of law.
D. Except as otherwise provided in this section, violation of this section is a civil infraction.
A.E.Violation of this section is a class 2 misdemeanor if the owner of the animal has been found responsible or guilty
of a violation of this section within the 12 month period prior to the date of the offense.
6.20.020
Neglect prohibited.
The purpose of this section is to guarantee that animals under human custody or control are housed in healthy
environments and are provided with proper food, water, shelter, medical care, exercise space and ventilation. Any
person owning or having care, control or custody of any animal shall provide:
A. That the animal receives daily food that is free from contamination and is of sufficient quantity and nutritive value
to maintain the animal in good health;
B. That potable water is accessible to the animal at all times, either free-flowing or in a clean receptacle;
C. That, except for livestock, all animals have convenient access to natural or artificial shelter throughout the year.
Any such artificial shelter shall be structurally sound and maintained in good repair to protect the animal from injury
and from the elements and of sufficient size to permit the animal to enter, stand, turn around and lie down in a natural
manner. Any shelter which does not protect the animal from temperature extremes or precipitation, or which does not
provide adequate ventilation or drainage, does not comply with this chapter. Any shelter, all bedding and any spaces
accessible to the animal shall be maintained in a manner which minimizes the risk of the animal contracting disease,
being injured or becoming infested with parasites;
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E. That the animal is given adequate exercise space within an enclosure that shall be constructed of material and in a
manner to minimize the risk of injury to the animal, and shall encompass sufficient usable space to keep the animal in
good condition, but, with the exception of temporary tethering of horses, the use of tieouts such as chains, leashes,
wires, cables, ropes, or similar restraining devices for the purpose of animal confinement is hereby prohibited;
F. That the animal has access to adequate ventilation and is protected from temperature extremes at all times. In this
connection, it is unlawful for any person to keep any animal in a vehicle or other enclosed space in which the
temperature is either so high or so low, or the ventilation is so inadequate, as to endanger the animal’s life or health.
[Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-4-2.]
6.20.030
Protection of animals by town – Violations – Penalty.
A. Any peace officer or Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized to
use whatever force is reasonable and necessary to remove any animal from a vehicle or other enclosed space whenever
it appears that the animal’s life or health is endangered by extreme temperatures or lack of ventilation within the
vehicle or other enclosed space.
B. No peace officer or Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent shall be liable for
damages to property caused by the use of reasonable force to remove an animal from such a vehicle or other enclosed
space under such circumstances.
C. Any peace officer or any Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized
and empowered to remove and impound any animal in plain view and suffering from life-threatening exigent
circumstances. The owner of any animal removed and impounded under the provisions of this chapter shall be liable
for any impoundment, boarding or veterinary fees incurred in connection therewith.
D. Any of the provisions of this chapter may be waived as dictated by treatment under the direction of a licensed
veterinarian.
E. An owner of an animal charged with a violation of this chapter shall produce that animal for inspection or
impoundment upon the request of the Pima County animal care or other designated town enforcement agent. All
owners shall be responsible for any and all applicable impoundment and boarding fees in connection therewith.
F. Any person violating the provisions of this chapter shall be guilty of a class one misdemeanor.
G. A violation of any provision of this chapter is punishable by a fine of not less than $100.00 nor more than $750.00,
four months in jail, two years’ probation, or any combination thereof. The magistrate may not grant probation in lieu
of, or otherwise suspend, the imposition of the minimum fine prescribed herein. As a condition of probation, the
magistrate may order that the owner shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a period of up to three
years. This shall not be construed to affect, in any way, the imposition of any mandatory minimum penalties provided
herein. [Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2; prior code § 6-4-3.]
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D. That the animal receives care and medical treatment for debilitating injuries, parasites and diseases sufficient to
maintain the animal in good health and minimize suffering;
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Chapter 6.25

Sections:
6.25.010
.
6.25.020
6.25.030
6.25.040
6.25.050
6.25.060
6.25.070
6.25.080
6.25.090

Keeping dangerous animals prohibitedWaste removal required; exceptions; classification.
Declaring an animal dangerous – Impoundment – Notice.
Hearing – Burden of proof – Appeal.
Order of compliance.
Consent to inspection – Inspection – Seizure.
Required acts and unlawful activities.
Violations – Penalties – Minimum penalties.
Other sanctions.
Defenses.

6.25.010
Keeping dangerous animals prohibited.Waste removal required; exceptions; classification.
It is unlawful for any person to keep, control, harbor or otherwise have under control any animal which is dangerous.
This chapter shall not apply to zoos, wild animal parks or animal shelters, or to persons who are in compliance with an
order of the town magistrate, issued pursuant to this chapter. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-5-1.]
A. It shall be unlawful for the owner or person having custody of any dog to fail to immediately remove and dispose
of in a sanitary manner any solid waste deposited by such dog on public property or deposited on private property
without the consent of the person in control of the property.
B. It shall be unlawful for the owner or person having custody of any dog to deposit, cause to be deposited, or allow
to accumulate within or about such premises, for a longer time than 24 hours, any solid wastes from dogs. This
provision is to include animal wastes on private property including property owned, leased, or controlled by the owner
of the dog.
C. Paragraph A of this section shall not apply to blind persons, persons with mobility disabilities, or police offices or
other law enforcement officers accompanied by police dogs while on emergency.
D. Violation of this section is a civil infraction.
6.25.020
Declaring an animal dangerous – Impoundment – Notice.
A. The town enforcement agent shall develop guidelines to determine if an animal is a dangerous animal.
B. Whenever a person is charged with a violation of this chapter, or whenever the town enforcement agent has reason
to believe an animal may be dangerous, an evaluation of the animal shall be conducted. The owner of the animal shall
produce that animal for evaluation upon request of Pima County animal care or other designated town enforcement
agent. The owner shall be responsible for any and all applicable impoundment and boarding fees in connection
therewith.
C. A peace officer or Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent, upon determining
that any animal within the town limits is an immediate danger to the safety of any person or other animal, may
impound the animal immediately.
D. If the town enforcement agent declares that an animal is dangerous, the owner shall be notified and issued an order
of compliance. Once an animal is declared dangerous, the animal is dangerous until a hearing officer or judge
determines otherwise. If the owner is known, he shall be provided with a written notice of his right to file, within five
days of receipt of the notice, a written request with the town enforcement agent for a hearing to determine if the animal
is dangerous. If the owner’s whereabouts cannot be determined or the animal poses a threat to public safety or
domestic animals, the animal shall be impounded and notice shall be posted on property or mailed forthwith to him at
his last known address by registered or certified mail, return receipt requested. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-5-2.]
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B. If the owner of an impounded animal fails to appear at a hearing or fails to request a hearing, the animal shall be
forfeited to the town enforcement agent to be humanely destroyed.
C. If the owner of a nonimpounded animal fails to appear at a hearing or fails to request a hearing, the animal is
declared to be dangerous and the order of compliance shall remain in effect.
D. After request for a hearing, the town enforcement agency shall set a hearing date within five working days at a time
and place designated by the town enforcement agent. The hearing shall be conducted by a hearing officer selected by
the town enforcement agent.
E. The hearing shall be held in an informal manner and a record thereof shall be made by stenographic transcription or
by electronic tape recording. The rules of evidence do not apply, and hearsay is admissible.
F. It is the burden of the owner of the animal to establish by a preponderance of the evidence that the animal is not
dangerous. The owner may be represented by counsel and present witnesses at his cost.
G. The hearing officer shall make a written decision within five working days of the hearing and notify the owner of
the animal of the decision.
H. If the decision of dangerousness is sustained by the hearing officer, the owner of the animal shall obey the order of
compliance issued by the enforcement agent within the time given by the order of compliance or 10 days, whichever is
more.
I. If the animal is found not to be dangerous, the order of compliance is null and void. The finding that an animal is not
dangerous does not prevent the town enforcement agent from declaring an animal dangerous again if the agent has
additional reasons to believe the animal is dangerous after a new evaluation of the animal is conducted.
J. Appeal of the decision of the hearing officer shall be pursuant to ARS Title 12, Chapter 7, Article 6 (ARS § 12-901
et seq.). If either party claims the record to be incomplete or lost, and the hearing officer who conducted the hearing so
certifies, a new hearing shall be conducted before that officer. The appealing party shall bear the cost of preparing the
record of the hearing on appeal. No appeal shall be taken later than 30 days after the decision. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior
code § 6-5-3.]
6.25.040
Order of compliance.
When an animal is declared dangerous, the town enforcement agent shall issue an order of compliance requiring the
owner within 30 days to:
A. Confine the animal sufficiently to prevent the animal’s escape as follows:
1. The town enforcement agent shall determine the appropriate fencing requirements for the size and nature of the
animal. The town enforcement agent may require a fence including gates to be six feet in height; the fence from
five feet in height to six feet in height to incline to the inside of the confinement area at a 45 degree angle from the
vertical; or that the confinement area be wholly covered by a material strong enough to keep the animal from
escaping.
2. The town enforcement agent may require the bottom of the confinement area to be of concrete, cement or
asphalt, or of blocks or bricks set in concrete or cement; or if such bottom is not provided, then a footing of such
material shall be placed along the whole perimeter of the confinement area to a depth of one foot below ground
level, or deeper if required by the town enforcement agent.
3. The gates to the confinement area shall be locked at all times with a padlock except while entering or exiting.

The August 2017 Amendments
to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the
Sahuarita Town Code

Page 13 of 29

Packet Pg. 51

Attachment: Redline Version of Existing Title 6 for Comparison of Old/New Language (TCA: Animal Control)

6.25.030
Hearing – Burden of proof – Appeal.
A. The owner of the animal may request a hearing to contest the declaration of dangerousness or contest the
confinement conditions ordered by the town enforcement agent.
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B. Muzzle and restrain the animal outside the confinement area with a leash, chain, rope or similar device not more
than six feet in length sufficient to restrain the animal and under the control of a person capable of preventing the
animal from engaging in any prohibited behavior.
C. Post a sign on every gate or entry way to the confinement area stating “Beware of Dangerous Animal, Per Sahuarita
Animal Control Code.”
D. Obtain and maintain liability insurance in a single incident amount of $50,000, unless the animal has been declared
to be dangerous pursuant to this chapter, in which case the amount of insurance shall be no less than $250,000, to cover
any damage or injury that may be caused by the dangerous animal. The town enforcement agent shall maintain a
registry of the animals, owners and insurance carrier for each dangerous animal.
E. Pay the reasonable cost to the town enforcement agent to tattoo the animal with an identification number. The town
enforcement agent shall maintain a registry of such numbers and the owners of the animals.
F. Have a licensed veterinarian spay or neuter the animal at the owner’s expense. The owner shall obtain written
certification signed by the veterinarian that the spaying or neutering has been performed. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code
§ 6-5-4.]
6.25.050
Consent to inspection – Inspection – Seizure.
A. By continuing to own an animal declared dangerous, an owner gives consent to the town enforcement agent or any
law enforcement officer to inspect the animal declared dangerous, the premises where the animal is kept, the liability
insurance documents required for the animal, and the veterinarian’s certificate of spaying or neutering for the animal.
B. The town enforcement agent may seize and impound the dangerous animal if the owner fails to obey the order of
compliance. Five days after the seizure, the town enforcement agent may humanely destroy the animal unless the
owner has demonstrated obedience to the order of compliance. The owner of the animal is responsible for any
impound fees. If the owner of the animal demonstrates proof that the order of compliance has been obeyed, then the
animal will be returned to the owner after payment of impound fees. Any action taken under this chapter shall be in
addition to any available criminal penalties. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-5-5.]
6.25.060
Required acts and unlawful activities.
A. An owner of an animal declared dangerous shall obey the order of compliance.
B. An owner of an animal declared dangerous shall not sell, give away, abandon or otherwise dispose of the animal
without notifying the town enforcement agent in writing in advance.
C. An owner of an animal declared to be dangerous shall provide proof of liability insurance and the veterinarian’s
certificate of spaying or neutering to the town enforcement agent upon demand.
D. An owner of an animal declared dangerous shall not prevent or try to prevent inspection of the animal or the
premises where the animal is kept.
E. When the owner of an animal is notified that the town enforcement agent is evaluating an animal or wants to
evaluate an animal to determine if the animal is dangerous, the owner of the animal shall present the animal for
inspection within 24 hours of a request by the town enforcement agent. The owner shall not sell, give away, hide or
otherwise prevent the town enforcement agent from making an evaluation of the animal.
F. The owner of an animal declared to be dangerous shall prevent the animal from running at large as defined in this
chapter.
G. The owner of an animal declared to be dangerous shall prevent the animal from biting, injuring or attacking any
person or domestic animal outside of the confinement area.
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4. The town enforcement agent may require temporary confinement measures until the order of compliance has
been obeyed or the hearing officer determines that the animal is not dangerous. If the owner does not immediately
comply with the temporary confinement requirements, the animal shall be impounded.
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6.25.070
Violations – Penalties – Minimum penalties.
A. The owner of any animal that bites, attempts to bite, endangers or otherwise injures or causes injury to human
beings or other animals, or destroys, damages or causes damage to the property of another person is guilty of a class
one misdemeanor.
B. Wherever in this chapter any act is prohibited or declared to be unlawful or the doing of any act is required or the
failure to do an act is declared to be unlawful, the violation of such provision is a class one misdemeanor.
C. It is unlawful for any person to fail to comply with an order of the magistrate regarding a dangerous animal.
D. Any violation of this chapter shall be punishable, in addition to other penalties already set forth herein, by a fine of
not less than $100.00 and/or by imprisonment for not more than six months. No judge may grant probation for or
suspend the imposition of the minimum fine prescribed herein. In addition, a person may be placed on probation for
not more than three years.
E. Each day any violation continues or occurs shall constitute a separate offense. [Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2; prior code §
6-5-7.]
6.25.080
Other sanctions.
In any civil or criminal proceeding before the municipal court for a violation of this article, in addition to the above
sanctions, if an animal has been declared dangerous pursuant to this chapter, the magistrate shall order the owner to do
one or more of the following:
A. The animal shall be kept in an enclosure that is high enough so that the animal cannot bite, harm or injure anyone
outside the enclosure. The enclosure and property whereon it is located shall be posted with conspicuous warning
signs, and at no time shall the animal leave the enclosure unless it is muzzled, leashed and under the control of an adult
human being; or
B. The animal be banished from the town limits; or
C. The animal be spayed or neutered at the owner’s expense; or
D. The animal be humanely destroyed; or
E. Restitution up to $1,000 may be ordered made by the owner to the victim. This remedy shall not abridge any civil
cause of action by the victim. [Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2; prior code § 6-5-8.]
6.25.090
Defenses.
It shall be an affirmative defense to the provisions of this chapter if the animal is:
A. Not at large and there is provocation; or
B. The dog is a police dog under the command of its trainer. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-5-9.]
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H. The owner of a dog declared to be dangerous shall pay the license fee set forth in Chapter 3.10 STC. [Ord. 2008-07
§ 12; Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-5-6.]
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Chapter 6.30

Sections:
6.30.010
6.30.020
6.30.030
6.30.040

Excessive noise prohibited.Cruelty prohibited; classification; penalty.
Violations – Penalty.Neglect prohibited; classification; penalty.
Exemptions.Protection of animals by the town.
Animal hoarding prohibited; exception; definitions; classification; penalty.

6.30.010
Excessive noise prohibited.Cruelty prohibited; classification; penalty.
A. It is unlawful for a person having care, control, charge, or custody of any animal, either as owner or otherwise, to:
B. Overdrive, overload, overwork, torture, torment, cruelly beat, mutilate or unlawfully kill the animal.
1. Cause or procure an animal to be overdriven, overloaded, driven when overloaded, overworked, tortured,
tormented, cruelly beaten, mutilated or killed.
2. Inflict unnecessary cruelty upon the animal.
3. Cruelly drive or work the animal when unfit for labor.
4. Cruelly abandon the animal.
5. Carry or cause the animal to be carried in or upon a vehicle or otherwise, in an unnecessarily cruel or
inhumane manner.
6. Knowingly and willfully authorize or permit the animal to be subjected to unreasonable or unnecessary
torture, suffering or cruelty of any kind.
C. to own, possess, harbor or control any animal which frequently or for continuous duration howls, barks, meows,
squawks or makes other sounds, if they are clearly audible sounds beyond the property line of the property on which
they are conducted and they disturb the public peace, quiet or comfort of the neighboring inhabitants. [Ord. 2005-09 §
1; prior code § 6-6-1.]Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
D. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the magistrate, the
magistrate may order that the owner of the animal shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a period of
up to three years and that the animal(s) which is the subject of this action be forfeited to the town enforcement agent.
6.30.020
Violations – Penalty.Neglect prohibited; classification; penalty.
A. The purpose of this section is to guarantee that animals under human custody or control are housed in healthy
environments and are provided with proper food, water, shelter, medical care, exercise space, and ventilation.
B. Any person owning or having care, control or custody of any animal, either as owner or otherwise, shall provide:
1. That the animal receives daily food that is free from contamination and is of sufficient quantity and nutritive
value to maintain the animal in good health;
2. That potable water is accessible to the animal at all times, either free-flowing or in a clean receptacle;
3. That, except for livestock, all animals have convenient access to natural or artificial shelter throughout the
year. Any such artificial shelter shall be structurally sound and maintained in good repair to protect the animal
from injury and from the elements and of sufficient size to permit the animal to enter, stand, turn around and lie
down in a natural manner. Any shelter which does not protect the animal from temperature extremes or
precipitation, or which does not provide adequate ventilation or drainage, does not comply with this chapter.
Any shelter, all bedding and any spaces accessible to the animal shall be maintained in a manner which
minimizes the risk of the animal contracting disease, being injured or becoming infested with parasites;
4. That the animal receives care and medical treatment for debilitating injuries, parasites and diseases sufficient
to maintain the animal in good health and minimize suffering;
5. That the animal is given adequate exercise space within an enclosure that shall be constructed of material and
in a manner to minimize the risk of injury to the animal, and shall encompass sufficient usable space to keep the
animal in good condition, but, with the exception of temporary tethering of horses, the use of tieouts such as
chains, leashes, wires, cables, ropes, or similar restraining devices for the purpose of animal confinement is
hereby prohibited;
6. That the animal has access to adequate ventilation and is protected from temperature extremes at all times. In
this connection, it is unlawful for any person to keep any animal in a vehicle or other enclosed space in which the
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EXCESSIVE NOISE CAUSED BY ANIMALSCRUELTY AND NEGLECT OF ANIMALS

temperature is either so high or so low, or the ventilation is so inadequate, as to endanger the animal’s life or
health. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-4-2.]
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
D. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the magistrate, the
magistrate may order that the owner of the animal shall not be permitted to own or control any animal for a period of
up to three years and that the animal(s) which is the subject of this action be forfeited to the town enforcement agent.
A. The provisions of this chapter shall be enforced and administered by Pima County animal care or other designated
town enforcement agent and appropriate local law enforcement.
B. A violation of any provision of this chapter is a civil infraction and will be adjudicated by the town magistrate.
C. If the owner of the animal which has engaged in an activity prohibited by this chapter cannot be determined, the
owner, lessee or occupant of the property on which the activity is located shall be deemed responsible for the violation.
D. Each day’s continuance of a violation under this chapter shall be determined a separate offense.
E. A fine of not less than $50.00 nor more than $300.00 shall be imposed for each violation. [Ord. 2005-09 §§ 1, 2;
prior code § 6-6-2.]
6.30.030 Exemptions.Protection of animals by the town.
A. Any peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized to use
whatever force is reasonable and necessary to remove any animal from a vehicle or other enclosed space whenever it
appears that the animal’s life or health is endangered by extreme temperatures or lack of ventilation within the vehicle
or other enclosed space.
B. No peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent shall be liable for damages
to property caused by the use of reasonable force to remove an animal from such a vehicle or other enclosed space
under such circumstances.
C. Any peace officer, animal control officer, or other designated town enforcement agent is authorized and
empowered to remove and impound any animal in plain view and suffering from life-threatening exigent
circumstances. The owner of any animal removed and impounded under the provisions of this chapter shall be liable
for any impoundment, boarding or veterinary fees incurred in connection therewith.
D. Any of the provisions of this chapter may be waived as dictated by treatment under the direction of a licensed
veterinarian.
E. An owner of an animal charged with a violation of this chapter shall produce that animal for inspection or
impoundment upon the request of the designated town enforcement agent. All owners shall be responsible for any and
all applicable impoundment and boarding fees in connection therewith.
.Persons wishing to continue activities which constitute a violation of this chapter but were

commenced prior to January 4, 1994, may seek an exemption from the town magistrate. Such
an exemption may be granted if the magistrate finds that strict application of this chapter would
cause undue hardship and that there is no reasonable or productive alternative method of
engaging in the activity. [Ord. 2005‐09 § 1; prior code § 6‐6‐3.]
6.30.040
Animal hoarding prohibited; exception; definitions; classification; penalty.
A. No person shall own, possess, keep, harbor, or maintain ten or more animals under circumstances injurious to the
health or welfare of any animal or person. Circumstances injurious to the health or welfare of any animal or person
may include, but are not limited to the following:
Unsanitary, overcrowded, or other inhumane conditions; or
1.
2. Failure to provide appropriate medical care; or
3. Failure to provide suitable water or food for the species; or
4. Abandonment.
B. Feral cats that are not domesticated, have become wild, or are free roaming, shall not be considered owned,
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possessed, kept, harbored, or maintained for the purposes of this section.
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
D. Upon conviction of a violation of this section, in addition to any other penalty imposed by the court, the town
magistrate may order one or more of the following:
1. That the person complete a court-approved metal health evaluation and any recommended treatment at the
convicted person’s expense.
2. That the person shall not be permitted to own, possess, keep, harbor, or maintain any animal for a period of up
to three years.
3. That the person submit to periodic property inspections by any town enforcement agent.

The August 2017 Amendments
to Title 6 (Animal Control) of the
Sahuarita Town Code

Page 18 of 29

Packet Pg. 56

Attachment: Redline Version of Existing Title 6 for Comparison of Old/New Language (TCA: Animal Control)

8.B.3

8.B.3

Chapter 6.35

Sections:
6.35.010
6.35.020
6.35.030
6.35.040

Authority to enforce.Keeping dangerous animals prohibited; exceptions; classifications.
Authority to impound.Prohibited acts; classification; defenses.
Restitution.
Quarantine of biting animals; reporting; handling and destruction; exception.

6.35.010
Authority to enforce.Keeping dangerous animals prohibited; exceptions; classifications.
A. It is unlawful for any person to keep, control, harbor, or otherwise have under control any animal which is
dangerous.
B. This chapter shall not apply to zoos, wild animal parks or animal shelters, or to persons who are in compliance
with an order of the town magistrate, issued pursuant to this title.
C. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
Any peace officer or Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent is hereby
authorized and empowered to enforce the provisions of this chapter and to issue citations for violations
thereof. Pima County animal care shall have primary responsibility for the enforcement of this chapter. [Ord.
2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-7-1.]
6.35.020
Authority to impoundProhibited acts; classification; defenses.
A. The owner of any animal that bites; attempts to bite, endangers or otherwise injures or causes injury to human
beings or other animals is guilty of a class 1 misdemeanor.
B. The owner of any animal that destroys, damages, or causes damage to the property of another person is guilty of a
class 1 misdemeanor.
C. It shall be an affirmative defense to the provisions of this section if the animal is:
1. Not at large and there is provocation; or
2. The dog is a police dog under the command of its trainer.
.
6.35.030
Restitution.
In addition to any other penalty, if a victim suffers economic loss as a result of a violation of this chapter, the court
shall order the owner to pay restitution to the victim, in the full amount of the victim’s economic loss, as determined by
the court. This remedy shall not abridge any civil cause of action by the victim.
6.35.040
Quarantine of biting animals; reporting; handling and destruction; exception.
A. Any unvaccinated dog or cat that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in a shelter approved by the
town enforcement agent or, upon request of and at the expense of the owner, at a veterinary hospital, for a period of not
less than 10 days.
B. If a dog that bites any person is properly vaccinated pursuant to this title, the dog may be confined and quarantined
for the 10 day period at the home of the dog’s owner or wherever the dog is harbored and maintained with the consent
of and in a manner prescribed by the town enforcement agent.
C. Any domestic animal other than a dog, cat, or livestock that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in
a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent or, upon the request of and at the expense of the owner, at a
veterinary hospital, for a period of not less than 14 days.
D. A caged or pet rodent or rabbit that bites a person may be confined and quarantined for the 14 day period at the
home of the owner or where it is harbored or maintained with the consent of and in a manner prescribed by the town
enforcement agent.
E. Livestock that bites any person shall be confined and quarantined in a manner regulated by the Arizona
department of agriculture for a period of not less than 14 days.,
F. Whenever an animal bites any person, the incident shall be reported to the town enforcement agent immediately
by any person having direct knowledge.
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G. The town enforcement agent may destroy any animal confined and quarantined pursuant to this section prior to
the termination of the minimum confinement period for laboratory examination for rabies if:
1. The animal shows clear clinical signs of rabies; and
2. One of the following occurs:
a. The owner of the animal consents to destruction; or
b. The court orders the animal’s destruction.
H. The owner of any animal confined and quarantined pursuant to this section shall be responsible for any fees
incurred by the town enforcement agent for the impounding, sheltering, and disposition of the animal.
I. Any animal quarantined pursuant to this section may be impounded and kept beyond the quarantine period
pending the resolution of any criminal complaint or hearing requested pursuant to section 6.40.060 arising
out of or connected with the biting incident, provided that such complaint or request for hearing is filed
within 30 days of the biting incident.
J. This section does apply to a police dog that bites any person if the bite occurs while the dog is under proper
law enforcement supervision and the care of a licensed veterinarian, except that the law enforcement agency
shall notify the town enforcement agent if the dog exhibits any abnormal behavior and shall make the dog
available for examination at any reasonable time.
K. Failure to comply with this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
A. If a peace officer or a Pima County animal care officer or other designated town enforcement agent has issued a
citation for a violation of this chapter or of the Arizona Revised Statutes, and reasonably believes that the violation
will continue, the officer is authorized and empowered to remove and impound the animal.
B. The owner of any animal removed and impounded under the provisions of this chapter shall be liable for any
impoundment, boarding or veterinary fees incurred in connection therewith.
C. Prior to redemption of any animal impounded pursuant to this section, the town enforcement agent is authorized to
implant an identification microchip in said animal. The cost of the microchip and its implantation shall be paid by the
owner of said animal. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-7-2.]
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Chapter 6.40
REMOVAL, IMPOUNDMENT, FORFEITURE, AND DISPOSITION OF ANIMALSRULES OF

Sections:
6.40.010
6.40.020
6.40.030

6.40.070
6.40.080
6.40.090
6.40.100
6.40.110
6.40.120
6.40.130

Scope of rules.Impoundment of unvaccinated and unlicensed dogs; vaccination; costs.
Commencement of action. Impoundment of dogs at large; impoundment period; costs.
Hearing on violations – NoticeImpoundment of animals subject to cruelty or neglect and
dangerous animals.
Appearance and entry of plea.Notice to owner.
Notice of counsel or other designated representativeBond.
Representative of the townHearing; rules of hearing; remedies, testimony of defendant; appeal;
costs.
Discovery.Findings of court after hearing.
Continuance.Dangerous animals; consent to inspection; inspection; order of compliance; seizure.
Oath.Dangerous animals; required acts and unlawful activities; classification.
Questioning of witnessesDuty to produce; exemption; classification.
Rules of evidence.Authority to microchip.
Witnesses.Payment of costs and fees associated with impoundment.
Order of proceedings.Disposition of animals.

6.40.140
6.40.150
6.40.160
6.40.170
6.40.180
6.40.190

Record of proceedings.
Default by town.
Findings and written judgment.
Default by defendant.
Setting aside default judgment.
Review by superior court.

6.40.040
6.40.050
6.40.060

6.40.010
Scope of rules.Impoundment of unvaccinated and unlicensed dogs; vaccination; costs.
A. These rules shall apply in all cases involving the adjudication of civil animal control violations before a hearing
officer, as established pursuant to this title. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-1.]Any town enforcement agent may
apprehend and impound any unvaccinated or unlicensed dog.
B. The town enforcement agent is hereby authorized to have a licensed veterinarian vaccinate and issue a vaccination
certificate for an impounded unvaccinated dog.
C. The owner of any dog impounded under this section may reclaim the dog at any time upon proof of ownership and
payment of all costs and fees associated with the impoundment.
6.40.020
Commencement of action.Impoundment of dogs at large; impoundment period; notice; costs.
A. Every action or proceeding brought before the hearing officer for a civil violation of this title shall be commenced
by the filing of a citation by the town enforcement agent. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-2.]Any town
enforcement agent may impound or cause to be impounded any dog running at large contrary to the provisions of this
title.
B. Each dog or cat that is impounded with a microchip or wearing a license or any other discernible form of owner
identification shall be kept and maintained at a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent for a minimum of 120
hours, unless the animal is claimed or surrendered by its owner prior to the expiration of the impoundment period.
The town enforcement agent shall promptly notify the animal’s owner, in person or by written notice of the
impoundment. Any owner who reclaims an impounded animal within the impoundment period, upon proof of
ownership, license and rabies vaccination as appropriate, is responsible for payment of all costs and fees associated
with the impoundment.
C. Except as otherwise provided in this section, each dog or cat that is impounded without any discernible form of
owner identification shall be kept and maintained at a shelter approved by the town enforcement agent for a minimum
of 72 hours, unless the animal is claimed or surrendered by its owner prior to the expiration of the impoundment
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6.40.030
Hearing on violations – Notice.Impoundment of animals subject to cruelty or neglect and
dangerous animals.
The hearing officer shall hold a hearing on each civil violation reported by the town enforcement agent. Notice of the
hearing shall be served personally on the defendant at least 10 days before the hearing. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code §
6-8-3.]Any town enforcement agent is authorized and empowered to remove and impound any animal in plain view, or
subject to a valid search warrant, if the agent has probable cause to believe any of the following:
A. That an animal is in distress caused by mistreatment, tie out, exposure to the elements, extremes of temperature,
lack of adequate ventilation or drainage, lack of sanitation, deprivation of proper food or potable water, restraint,
restriction of movement, confinement, lack of sufficient exercise space, constrictive gear, injury, illness, physical
impairment, or parasites.
B. That an animal’s well-being is threatened by a dangerous condition or circumstance and the agent has reason to
believe either:
1. That the distress of the animal or the dangerous condition or circumstance was caused or allowed to be
caused by the willful act or omission or negligence of the owner; or
2. That it is likely the animal would be in distress from any cause, or its well-being would be threatened by any
dangerous condition or circumstance if the owner retains ownership of the animal; or
3. That an animal is vicious or destructive or may be a danger to the safety of any person or other animal.
6.40.040
Appearance and entry of pleaNotice to owner.
A. A. The defendant may admit responsibility by appearing in person or by submitting to the hearing officer a short
statement signed by the defendant admitting the allegations of the complaint. Upon receipt of the admission of
responsibility, or upon the defendant’s appearance and admission, the hearing officer shall set a time and place for the
determination of the civil sanction for the violation and shall mail notice of same to defendant and to the town
enforcement agent. At the hearing for the determination of sanctions, the defendant and the town enforcement agent or
the complainant shall each be given an opportunity to state his position on the amount of the sanction to be imposed by
the hearing officerWhenever the town removes or impounds an animal pursuant to section 6.40.030, if the owner is
known, and unless the owner signs a statement permanently relinquishing ownership of the animal to the town
enforcement agent, the owner shall be provided with a written notice by one of the following means
1. Personal service of notice on the owner
2. Leaving a copy of the notice with a person of suitable discretion at the owner’s residence or place of business.
3. Affixing a notice in a conspicuous place where the animal was found.
4. Mailing a copy of the notice to the owner’s last-known address by registered or certified mail, return receipt
requested.
B. The notice required by this section shall contain, at a minimum, the following information:
1. The town’s intent to file, within ten days of the owner’s receipt of the written notice, a written request with
the town magistrate for a hearing to determine if the animal should be returned to the owner or forfeited to the
town enforcement agent.
2. The owner’s right to present witnesses and be represented by an attorney at the hearing.
3. The bond amount required pursuant to section 6.40.050, along with a statement .that if the bond is not posted
within ten days of the owner’s receipt of the written notice, the animal shall be deemed forfeited to the town
enforcement agent.
B. The defendant may deny responsibility by appearing in person or by submitting to the hearing officer a denial
signed by the defendant. Upon receipt of said denial, or upon the defendant’s appearance and denial, the hearing
officer shall set the matter for hearing and notify the defendant, at the address set forth on the citation, or any different
address provided by the defendant, of the date, time and place of the hearing. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-4.]
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period. Any owner who reclaims an impounded animal within the impoundment period, upon proof of ownership,
license and rabies vaccination as appropriate, is responsible for payment of all costs and fees associated with the
impoundment.

6.40.050
Notice of counsel or other designated representative.Bond.
A. If a defendant denies the allegations contained in the citation, the hearing officer shall promptly provide the
defendant written notice that his right to be represented by counsel or by other designated representative is waived
unless he notifies the hearing officer in writing at least five days prior to the hearing date of his election to be
represented by counsel or by other designated representative. Such notice to defendant shall specify the appropriate
place and manner for filing his notice of counsel or of other designated representative.
B. Absent extraordinary circumstances, failure of a defendant to timely notify the hearing officer of an election to be
represented by counsel or other designated representative constitutes a waiver of the right to counsel or other
designated representative. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-5.]Whenever the town removes or impounds any
animal pursuant to section 6.40.030 pending a hearing to determine if the animal should be returned to the owner or
forfeited to the town enforcement agent, the owner must post 20 days of impoundment fees in advance as a bond to
defray some of the costs of boarding and impoundment, and any necessary veterinary care for the animal.
6.40.060
Representative of the town.Hearing; rules of hearing; remedies; testimony of defendant; appeal.
A. Upon receipt of a written request for a hearing regarding an animal impounded pursuant to section 6.40.030, the
court shall set the hearing within 15 business days
B. The hearing shall be held in an informal manner and is open to the public. Oral and documentary evidence may
be taken from any interested party or witness and considered in making a determination. The rules of evidence do not
apply and hearsay is admissible.
C. Any owner who fails to appear after notice may be deemed to have waived any right to introduce evidence.
D. The town need not be represented by counsel at the hearing. Absent extraordinary circumstances, the town’s right
to be represented by counsel or other designated representative is waived unless, at least five days prior to the hearing
date, the town notifies the hearing officercourt and the defendant, at the address set forth on the complaint or any
different address provided by the defendant, of the town’s election to be represented by counsel or other designated
representative. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-6.]
E. The owner may be represented by counsel at the animal owner’s cost.
F. Use of the civil procedures and remedies provided for in this chapter shall neither require nor preclude other
enforcement action on the same facts, including a criminal prosecution of the owner. The civil procedures and
remedies provided for in this chapter are remedial and not punitive, and are not precluded by an acquittal or conviction
in a criminal proceeding.
G. This chapter shall not be construed as precluding the destruction of any animal if destruction is otherwise
authorized by law, nor shall anything in this chapter be construed as precluding the spaying or neutering of any animal.
If any provision of this chapter is in conflict with any other provisions of this code, this chapter shall be controlling.
H. If a defendant testifies at a hearing held pursuant to this section, the defendant does not, by so testifying, waive the
right to remain silent during the trial; and if the defendant does testify at the hearing, neither this fact nor the
defendant’s testimony at the hearing shall be mentioned at the trial unless the defendant testifies at the trial concerning
the same matters.
I. Appeal of the decision of the town magistrate shall be by way of special action to the superior court on the record
of the hearing. The appealing party shall bear the cost of preparing the record of the hearing on appeal. No appeal
shall be taken later than 30 days after the town magistrate’s decision. The owner must post a bond equivalent to 60
days of impoundment costs in order to perfect the appeal. Notice of the amount due shall be given to the owner by the
town magistrate at the time of the hearing if forfeiture is ordered.
J. Unless good cause is shown, the animal’s owner shall be responsible for all fees associated with the impoundment
of an animal pursuant to 6.40.030, including without limitation veterinary, removal, impoundment, boarding,
microchipping, and disposition fees, until a final decision by the town magistrate, including the pendency of an appeal.
No magistrate may waive or reduce any veterinary, impound, or board fees resulting from the animal’s impoundment
unless the owner prevails at the hearing.
6.40.070
Discovery.Findings of court after hearing
A. A. No pretrial discovery shall be permitted absent extraordinary circumstances.If the town magistrate finds from a
preponderance of the evidence that the animal was subject to cruelty or neglect under the circumstances set forth in
6.40.030(A) or (B), the town magistrate shall order the animal forfeited to the town enforcement agent.
If the town magistrate finds from a clear and convincing evidence that the animal is vicious or destructive, or is
danger to the safety of any person or other animal, then the town magistrate shall enter such orders as the magistrate
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deems necessary to protect the public, taking into account the recommendations of the town enforcement agent and the
animal’s owner.
B. In addition to any other penalty or order, if the town magistrate finds that the animal is vicious or destructive, or is
a danger to the safety of any person or other animal, the court shall order one or more of the following:
1. That the animal be kept in an enclosure that is secure enough that the animal cannot bite, harm, or injure
anyone outside the enclosure, and cannot escape, as follows:
a. The court shall determine the appropriate fencing requirements for the size and nature of the animal.
The court may require a fence, including gates, to be six feet in height; a fence five to six feet in height to
incline to the inside of the confinement area at a 45 degree angle from the vertical; or that the confinement
area be wholly covered by a material strong enough to keep the animal from escaping.
b. The court may require the bottom of the confinement area to be of concrete, cement or asphalt, or of
blocks or bricks set in concrete or cement; or if the bottom is not provided, then a footing of such material
shall be placed along the whole perimeter of the confinement area to a depth of one foot below ground level,
or deeper if required by the court.
a.c.
The court may require the gates to the confinement area to be locked at all times with a padlock
except when entering or exiting.
b.d.
That the animal’s owner pay a reasonable cost to the town enforcement agent to tattoo the animal
with an identification number. The town enforcement agent shall maintain a registry of the numbers and
the owners of the animals.
c.e.
That the animal be spayed or neutered at the owner’s expense.
d.f.That the animal be defanged or declawed.
e.g.
That the animal be banished from the town limits, after first being spayed or neutered, microchipped
and tattooed by a licensed veterinarian at the owner’s expense.
f.h.That the animal be forfeited to the town enforcement agent for transfer to a legally incorporated humane
society or other non-profit corporate animal-welfare organization devoted to the welfare, protection, and
humane treatment of animals, as described in section 6.40.100.
2.
That the animal be humanely destroyed.
i. when entering or exiting.
j. That the animal be muzzled and restrained whenever the animal is outside its enclosure with a leash,
chain, rope or similar device not more than six feet in length sufficient to restrain the animal, and under the
control of a person capable of preventing the animal from engaging in any prohibited behavior.
k. That the owner of the animal display on every gate or entry way to the enclosure where the animal is kept
a sign in three-inch letters, easily readable by the public, using the words “Vicious Animal.”
l. That the owner maintain liability insurance in a single incident amount of at least $250,000 for bodily
injury or death of any person or for damage to property caused by the animal.That the animal be humanely
destroye
C. If the owner fails to appear at the hearing, the town magistrate shall order the animal forfeited to the town
enforcement agent.
B. Immediately prior to the hearing, each party shall produce for inspection by the opposing party any prepared
exhibits and written or recorded statements of any witness which may be offered at the hearing. Failure to comply with
this rule may result, in the hearing officer’s discretion, in the granting of a recess or a continuance to permit such
inspection or in the denial of admission of the evidence not so exchanged. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-7.]
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6.40.080
ContinuanceDangerous animals; consent to inspection; order of compliance; seizure..
A. By continuing to own an animal declared to be dangerous, an owner gives consent to the town enforcement agent
to inspect the animal and the premises where the animal is kept.
B. Upon inspection, the town enforcement agent may seize and impound the animal if the owner has failed to comply
with the town magistrate’s order on disposition of the animal.
C. If the owner of the animal has not demonstrated compliance with the town magistrate’s order within five days
after the seizure of the animal, the town enforcement agent may humane destroy the animal.
D. If the owner of the animal demonstrates proof of compliance with the town magistrate’s order, then the animal
will be returned to the owner after payment of impound fees and any other applicable fees.
E. Any action taken under this section shall be in addition to any available criminal penalties.
A. The hearing officer may, upon any motion of any party or on his own motion, continue the hearing for a period not
exceeding 30 days, if it appears that the interests of justice so require.
B. Absent extraordinary circumstances, no hearing shall be continued by the hearing officer without notice to all
parties.
C. The hearing officer shall notify all parties in writing of the new hearing date. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-8.]
6.40.090
Oath.Dangerous animals; required acts and unlawful activities; classification.
A. All testimony shall be given under oath or affirmation. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-9.]An owner or any
other person having control of a dangerous animal shall not fail to comply with an order of the town magistrate
regarding the animal.
B. An owner of a dangerous animal shall not sell, give away, abandon, or otherwise dispose of the animal without
notifying the town enforcement agent in writing in advance.
C. An owner of a dangerous animal shall provide proof of liability insurance and veterinarian’s certificate of spaying
or neutering to the town enforcement agent upon demand, when applicable.
D. No person shall prevent or attempt to prevent inspection of a dangerous animal or the premises where the animal
is kept.
E. When the owner of an animal is notified that the town enforcement agent is evaluating an animal or wants to
evaluate an animal to determine if the animal is vicious or destructive, the owner of the animal shall present the animal
for inspection within 24 hours of a request by the town enforcement agent. The owner shall not sell, give away, hide,
or otherwise prevent the town enforcement agent from making an evaluation of the animal.
F. Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.
6.40.100

Questioning of witnesses.Duty to produce; exemption; classification.

A. The hearing officer may, on his own motion, call and examine witnesses, including the defendant.An owner of
an animal charged with a violation of chapter 6.30 or chapter 6.35, or of an animal quarantined pursuant to chapter
6.35.040, shall produce that animal for inspection or impoundment upon the request of any town enforcement agent.
A.
B. This section shall not apply where the violation in question occurred when the animal bit a member of the owner’s
household.
Violation of this section is a class 1 misdemeanor.

C.
B. No person may be examined at a hearing except by the hearing officer, the defendant, the defendant’s attorney, the
town enforcement agent, or the town’s attorney. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-10.]
6.40.110 Rules of evidence.Authority to microchip.
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6.40.120
Witnesses.Payment of costs and fees associated with impoundment.
All witnesses for the town’s case in chief, other than the defendant, shall be required to testify prior to the defendant
being required to testify or to produce any evidence. However, a witness not called to testify in the town’s case in chief
may be called in rebuttal to testify to an issue raised by the defense. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-12.]Except as
otherwise provided in this title, all fees associated with the impoundment of an animal for any reason under the
authority of this title, including without limitation veterinary, removal, impoundment, boarding, microchipping, and
disposition fees, shall be paid by the animal’s owner.
6.40.130
Order of proceedings.Disposition of animals
A. The order of proceedings shall be as follows: Any animal forfeited, abandoned, ownerless, or unclaimed, and
any other animals to be permanently disposed of by the town enforcement agent pursuant to this title shall be
disposed of by one of the following methods:
1. Placed by adoption in a suitable home.
2. Transferred to a legally incorporated humane society or other nonprofit corporate animal-welfare
organization devoted to the welfare, protection, and humane treatment of animals. Transferred
animals shall be disposed of by one of the following methods:
a. Placed by adoption in a suitable home after first being sterilized.
b. Released as part of a community cat program
c. Humanely destroyed
3. Humanely destroyed
B. As a condition of any transfer of animals pursuant to this section, the town enforcement agent shall verify that
any organization that receives animals is organized for the pursuit of animal welfare activities, is actively
engaged in those activities, does not breed or release unsterilized animals, releases animals only through
community cat programs or through adoption or fostering into suitable homes after first being sterilized, and
complies with the sterilization and placement provisions of this title, and all applicable laws. Verification
shall include announced and unannounced inspections of the organization’s facilities and records. The town
enforcement agent may repossess any animals and their offspring from any organization that is not in
compliance with these conditions, and shall repossess these animals if the organization is not in compliance
with the mandates set forth in subparagraph A(2) of this section, or if the organization or its personnel violate
a cruelty law. Any organization wishing to receive animals must agree in writing to the terms of this section.
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The Arizona Rules of Evidence shall not apply before the hearing officer. Any evidence offered may be admitted
subject to a determination by the hearing officer that the offered evidence is relevant and material and has some
probative value to a fact at issue. Nothing in this rule is to be construed as abrogating any statutory provisions relating
to privileged communications. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-11.]town enforcement agent is authorized and
empowered to place or cause to be placed an identity-tracing microchip in any animal impounded under this title.

8.B.3

A. Testimony of town’s witnesses;
B. Testimony of defendant’s witnesses;

D. Testimony of defendant’s surrebuttal witnesses, if any;
E. Argument of the parties, if permitted by the hearing officer;
F. Ruling by the hearing officer. The ruling may include the findings, conclusions and opinion of the hearing officer.
[Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-13.]
6.40.140 Record of proceedings.
A record of the proceedings shall be made by audiotape. In addition, a record of the proceedings may be made by a
court reporter, if provided by the defendant at his own expense. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-14.]
6.40.150 Default by town.
If no witness for the town, excluding defendant, appears at the time set for hearing, the hearing officer shall dismiss the
citation unless the hearing officer, for good cause shown, continues the hearing to another date. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1;
prior code § 6-8-15.]
6.40.160 Findings and written judgment.
If the defendant, after hearing, is found by a preponderance of the evidence to have violated an animal care ordinance,
the hearing officer shall enter judgment for the town and impose a civil sanction in an amount no less than $50.00 and
no more than $500.00 for each violation. Otherwise, the hearing officer shall enter judgment for the defendant. Written
judgment shall be rendered not later than five days after the conclusion of the hearing. Nothing in these rules shall
prohibit the town enforcement agent from issuing a citation to the defendant based on subsequent violations of this
title. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-16.]
6.40.170 Default by defendant.
A. If the defendant fails to appear as provided by these rules, the allegations of the citation shall be deemed admitted,
and the hearing officer shall enter judgment for the town and impose a civil sanction and report such judgment to the
town enforcement agent.
B. If it appears from the face of the citation that the defendant was in the active military service, no default judgment
may be entered. In such case, the hearing officer may notify the defendant’s commanding officer, if known, of the
defendant’s failure to appear. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-17.]
6.40.180 Setting aside default judgment.
A. For good cause shown, and upon terms the hearing officer deems just, the hearing officer may set aside a judgment
entered upon a failure to appear. A motion to set aside the judgment shall be made in writing within 30 days after entry
of judgment.
B. At any time the hearing officer shall set aside a judgment entered upon a failure to appear if it appears to the hearing
officer that the named defendant was not served a copy of the citation or for any other reason where necessary to
prevent a manifest injustice. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-18.]
6.40.190 Review by superior court.
Judicial review of the final decision of the hearing officer shall be pursuant to ARS Title 12, Chapter 7, Article 6 (ARS
§ 12-901 et seq.). [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-8-19.]
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C. Testimony of town’s rebuttal witnesses, if any;

8.B.3

Chapter 6.45

Sections:
6.45.010
6.50.020

Excessive noise prohibited; classification.
Exemptions.

6.45.010
Excessive noise prohibited; classification.
A. It is unlawful to own, possess, harbor or control any animal which frequently or for continuous duration howls,
barks, meows, squawks or makes other sounds, if they are clearly audible sounds beyond the property line of the
property on which they are conducted and they disturb the public peace, quiet or comfort of the neighboring
inhabitants. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-6-1.]
B. If the owner of the animal which has engaged in an activity prohibited by this chapter cannot be determined, the
owner, lessee or occupant of the property on which the activity is located shall be deemed responsible for the violation.
C. A violation of this section is a civil infraction. Each day’s continuance of a violation under this chapter shall be
determined a separate offense.
6.45.020 Exemptions.
Persons wishing to continue activities which constitute a violation of this chapter but were commenced prior to
January 4, 1994, may seek an exemption from the town magistrate. Such an exemption may be granted if the
magistrate finds that strict application of this chapter would cause undue hardship and that there is no reasonable or
productive alternative method of engaging in the activity. [Ord. 2005-09 § 1; prior code § 6-6-3.]
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EXCESSIVE NOISE CAUSED BY ANIMALS

8.C

Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

John Noland, Police Chief

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0514, authorizing the Town to enter into an
Intergovernmental Agreement, Sahuarita Contract No. 180021, between the Town
of Sahuarita and the United States Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement
Administration, regarding the Drug Enforcement Administration Task Force with
the Sahuarita Police Department, for the purpose of disrupting illicit drug traffic in
the State of Arizona.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

 Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER: Continue to participate in the DEA Task Force to maximize available resources for drug
enforcement in our community.
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
RICO-Overtime Reimbursed by DEA
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0514.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0514.
DISCUSSION
The Town of Sahuarita has entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement with the Unites States
Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration and submits to continue this association.
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By continuing to participate in the DEA Task Force, we will be able to maximize available resources for
drug enforcement in our community. Enforcement will be addressed from the street level to the
international level through the cooperation of Local, State, and Federal Agencies. The Task Force is an
interrelated drug and anti-terrorism enforcement effort that shares resources and intelligence for the
successful interdiction of illegal narcotics.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution No. 2017-0514
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A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE
TOWN TO ENTER INTO AN INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT, SAHUARITA
CONTRACT NO. 180021, BETWEEN THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA AND THE UNITED
STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION,
REGARDING THE DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION TASK FORCE WITH
THE SAHUARITA POLICE DEPARTMENT, FOR THE PURPOSE OF DISRUPTING
ILLICIT DRUG TRAFFIC IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA.
WHEREAS, the Town is currently participating with the DEA Task Force, with Officers
designated as DEA Task Force Members; and
WHEREAS, the current Intergovernmental Agreement, Sahuarita Contract No. 170025,
as amended, will terminate on September 30, 2017; and
WHEREAS, by continuing the participation through approval of Intergovernmental
Agreement (“IGA”), Sahuarita Contract No. 180021, between the Town of Sahuarita and the
Drug Enforcement Administration (“DEA”), the DEA will deputize the assigned Sahuarita
Police Officers as Task Force Officers of DEA, and continue to provide training and payments
for DEA Task Force overtime; and
WHEREAS, continuing the IGA will disrupt illicit drug traffic in the State of Arizona,
gather and report intelligence data relating to trafficking in narcotics and dangerous drugs and
conduct undercover operations that will result in effective prosecution before the courts of the
United States and State of Arizona.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
Section 1.

The Mayor and Council hereby authorize the Town of Sahuarita to enter into the
Intergovernmental Agreement with the Department of Justice Drug Enforcement
Administration for DEA Task Force participation, by entering into Sahuarita
Contract No. 180021, a copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated herein.
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SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0514

Section 2.

The Mayor of the Town of Sahuarita is hereby authorized to execute said
Agreement on behalf of the Town of Sahuarita, and the Town staff is hereby
authorized and directed to take all steps necessary to implement said Agreement
and give it effect.

Section 3.

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform
all acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this Resolution and sections of the
Town Code.

Section 4.

All ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of ordinances, resolutions or
motions of the council in conflict with the provisions of this Resolution are
hereby repealed, effective as of the effective date of this Resolution. All internal
references within the Town Code to any affected provision are hereby updated.

Section 5.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Resolution is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.

______________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy
ATTEST:
______________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
______________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney
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EXHIBIT “A”

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0514 (DEA IGA Resolution 2017-0514)

Intergovernmental Agreement between the Town of Sahuarita and the United States Department
of Justice Regarding the Drug Enforcement Agency Task Force
Sahuarita Contract No. 180021

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution No. 2017-0514
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Town of Sahuarita Contract No 180021

This agreement is made this 1st day of October 2017, between the United States Department of
Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (hereinafter “DEA”), and Sahuarita Police
Department (hereinafter “SPD”). The DEA is authorized to enter into this cooperative
agreement concerning the use and abuse of controlled substances under the provisions of 21
U.S.C. § 873.
WHEREAS there is evidence that trafficking in narcotics and dangerous drugs exists throughout
Arizona, and that such illegal activity has a substantial and detrimental effect on the health and
general welfare of the people of the State of Arizona, the parties hereto agree to the following:
1.

The DEA Tucson Task Force will perform the activities and duties described below:
a. disrupt the illicit drug traffic in the State of Arizona by immobilizing targeted
violators and trafficking organizations;
b. gather and report intelligence data relating to trafficking in narcotics and dangerous
drugs; and,
c. conduct undercover operations where appropriate and engage in other traditional
methods of investigation in order that the Task Force’s activities will result in
effective prosecution before the courts of the United States and the State of Arizona.

2.

To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force, the SPD agrees to detail
two (2) experienced Officers to the Task Force for a period of not less than two years.
During this period of assignment, the SPD Officers will be under the direct supervision
and control of DEA supervisory personnel assigned to the Task Force.

3.

The SPD Officers assigned to the Task Force shall adhere to DEA policies and
procedures. Failure to adhere to DEA policies and procedures shall be grounds for
dismissal from the Task Force.

4.

The SPD Officers assigned to the Task Force shall be deputized as Task Force Officer of
DEA pursuant to 21 U.S.C. §878.

2018 Sahuarita PD Program-Funded Agreement
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PROGRAM-FUNDED STATE AND LOCAL TASK FORCE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
AND
SAHUARITA POLICE DEPARTMENT

5.

To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force, DEA will assign three (3)
Special Agents to the Task Force. DEA will also, subject to the availability of annually
appropriated funds or any continuing resolution thereof, provide necessary funds and
equipment to support the activities of the DEA Special Agents, and SPD Officers
assigned to the Task Force. This support will include: office space, office supplies,
travel funds, funds for the purchase of evidence and information, investigative
equipment, training, and other support items.

6.

During the period of assignment to the DEA Tucson Task Force, the SPD will remain
responsible for establishing the salary and benefits, including overtime, of the SPD
Officers assigned to the Task Force, and for making all payments due them. DEA will,
subject to availability of funds, reimburse the SPD for overtime payments made by it to
the SPD Officers assigned to the DEA Tucson Task Force for overtime, up to a sum
equivalent to 25 percent of the salary of a GS-12, Step 1, law enforcement officer general
schedule locality pay tables, rest of the United States table (currently $18,042), per
officer. Note: “Task Force Officer’s Overtime shall not include any costs for benefits,
such as retirement, FICA, and other expenses.”

7.

In no event will the SPD charge any indirect cost rate to DEA for the administration or
implementation of this agreement.

8.

The SPD shall maintain on a current basis complete and accurate records and accounts of
all obligations and expenditures of funds under this agreement in accordance with
generally accepted accounting principles and instructions provided by DEA to facilitate
on-site inspection and auditing of such records and accounts.

9.

The SPD shall permit and have readily available for examination and auditing by DEA,
the United States Department of Justice, the Comptroller General of the United States,
and any of their duly authorized agents and representatives, any and all records,
documents, accounts, invoices, receipts or expenditures relating to this agreement. The
SPD shall maintain all such reports and records until all litigation, claim, audits and
examinations are completed and resolved, or for a period of three (3) after termination of
this agreement, whichever is later.

10.

The SPD shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, and all
requirements imposed by or pursuant to the regulations of the United States Department
of Justice implementing those laws, 28 C.F.R. Part 42, Subparts C, F, G, H, and I.

11.

The SPD agrees that an authorized Officer or employee will execute and return to DEA
the attached OJP Form 4061/6, Certification Regarding Lobbying: Debarment,
Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters; and Drug-Free Workplace Requirements.
The SPD acknowledges that this agreement will not take effect and no Federal funds will
be awarded to the SPD by DEA until the completed certification is received.

2018 Sahuarita PD Program-Funded Agreement
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When issuing statements, press releases, requests for proposals, bid solicitations, and
other documents describing projects or programs funded in whole or in part with federal
money, the SPD shall clearly state: (1) the percentage of the total cost of the program or
project which will be financed with Federal money; and, (2) the dollar amount of Federal
funds for the project or program.

13.

The term of this agreement shall be effective from the date in paragraph number one (1)
until September 30, 2018. This agreement may be terminated by either party on thirty
days’ advance written notice. Billings for all outstanding obligations must be received by
DEA within 90 days of the date of termination of this agreement. DEA will be
responsible only for obligations incurred by SPD during the term of this agreement.
Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0514 (DEA IGA Resolution 2017-0514)

12.

For the Drug Enforcement Administration:
________________________________________
Douglas W. Coleman
Special Agent in Charge

Date ____________

For Sahuarita Police Department:
_______________________________________
John Noland
Chief of Police

Date ____________

_______________________________________
Mayor, Town of Sahuarita

Date ____________

ATTEST:
_______________________________________
Sahuarita Town Clerk

Date ____________

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
_______________________________________
Sahuarita Town Attorney

Date ____________

Attachments

2018 Sahuarita PD Program-Funded Agreement
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Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

John Noland, Police Chief

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0515, authorizing the Town to enter into Town of
Sahuarita Contract No. 180022, an Intergovernmental Agreement with Pima
County, for the purpose of setting forth the terms for incarceration of the Town's
prisoners by Pima County.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

 Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER: Goal 1 - Assure the Town continues to be a safe community.
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
Police Department General Funds: Charges by the County to the Town for the first day of incarceration
services has increased from $299.53 to $315.18, an increase of $15.65 for the first day, and has
increased for subsequent days of incarceration from $89.02 to $94.94, an increase of $5.92 per day for
subsequent days.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0515.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0515.
DISCUSSION
The Sahuarita Police Department requests Town Council approval to enter into Contract No. 180022
with Pima County, which will allow the Police Department to continue to use the Pima County Jail for
the incarceration of the Town’s prisoners.
ATTACHMENTS
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1. Resolution No. 2017-0515
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A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE TOWN
TO ENTER INTO TOWN OF SAHUARITA CONTRACT NO. 180022, AN
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT WITH PIMA COUNTY, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
SETTING FORTH THE TERMS FOR INCARCERATION OF THE TOWN’S PRISONERS BY
PIMA COUNTY.
WHEREAS, the Town of Sahuarita requires the use of an appropriate facility for
incarceration of its prisoners; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita have determined that the Pima
County Jail, owned and operated by Pima County, Arizona, will fulfill the Town’s needs; and
WHEREAS, A.R.S. 11-952 grants the Town of Sahuarita the authority to enter into
intergovernmental agreements; and
WHEREAS, the Town of Sahuarita and Pima County are currently parties to an
intergovernmental agreement providing for the incarceration of the Town’s prisoners; and
WHEREAS, said intergovernmental agreement expires on June 30, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the amount charged by the County to the Town for the first day of incarceration
services has increased from $299.53 to $315.18, an increase of $15.65 for the first day, and has
increased for subsequent days of incarceration from $89.02 to $94.94, an increase of $5.92 per day
for subsequent days; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council have determined that approval of Town of Sahuarita
Contract No. 180022, the Intergovernmental Agreement between the Town of Sahuarita and Pima
County for payment for the Incarceration of Municipal Prisoners, a copy of which is attached hereto
as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, is in the best interest of the Town and its
residents.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:

Sahuarita, Arizona, Resolution No. 2017-0515
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SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0515

Section 1.

The Town is hereby authorized to enter into Town of Sahuarita Contract No. 180022,
the Intergovernmental Agreement between Pima County, Arizona and the Town of
Sahuarita for Incarceration of Municipal Prisoners, a copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2.

The Mayor of the Town of Sahuarita is hereby authorized to execute said Agreement
on behalf of the Town of Sahuarita, and the Town staff is hereby authorized and
directed to take all steps necessary to implement said Agreement and give it effect.

Section 3.

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform all
acts necessary or desirable to implement said Intergovernmental Agreement and give
it effect.

Section 4.

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform all
acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this Resolution and sections of the Town
Code.

Section 5.

All ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of ordinances, resolutions or
motions of the council in conflict with the provisions of this Resolution are hereby
repealed, effective as of the date of this Resolution. All internal references within
the Town Code to any affected provision are hereby updated.

Section 6.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Resolution is for
any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of
competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona,
this 28 day of August, 2017.
th

______________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

_________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli,
Town Attorney

________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

Sahuarita, Arizona, Resolution No. 2017-0515
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EXHIBIT “A”

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0515 (IGA for Incarceration Resolution 2017-0515)

Town of Sahuarita Contract No. 180022
Intergovernmental Agreement Between the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona,
And Pima County, Arizona, for Incarceration of Municipal Prisoners.

Sahuarita, Arizona, Resolution No. 2017-0515
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APPROVED
Town of Sahuarita
Department of Law

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0515 (IGA for Incarceration Resolution 2017-0515)

Town of Sahuarita Contract No. 180022
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Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

John Noland, Police Chief

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0517, adopting the Pima County MultiJurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan 2017.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

 Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER: Continue to participate in the Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan of
2017.
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval of Resolution No. 2017-0517.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0517.
DISCUSSION
The Town of Sahuarita adopted the Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan ("Plan") in
2007, adopted the updated Plan in 2012, and is now requesting Council to adopt the Plan for 2017. By
adopting the Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, the Town of Sahuarita will be fully
compliant with Federal requirements, State of Arizona emergency planning guidelines, and Pima County
mitigation planning guidelines.
ATTACHMENTS
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SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0517

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, ADOPTING THE PIMA
COUNTY MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN 2017
WHEREAS, the Town of Sahuarita adopted the Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan (“Plan”) by adoption of Resolution No. 2007-003 on January 8, 2007, to meet
the requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 (“DMA2K”); and
WHEREAS, the Town adopted the 2012 Plan by adoption of Resolution No. 2012-0303
on June 11, 2012; and
WHEREAS, the Plan has been revised in 2017, reviewed by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (“FEMA”) and is eligible for final approval by FEMA pending its adoption
by Pima County and all participating jurisdictions; and
WHEREAS, the Town of Sahuarita has experienced damage from natural and human
caused hazards such as drought, flooding, levee failure and wildfire, possibly resulting in damage
and/or loss of property and life, economic hardship and threats to public health and safety; and
WHEREAS, the Plan has been drafted pursuant to Federal requirements, having been
developed with research and work done by the Town of Sahuarita in association with the Pima
County Multi-Jurisdictional Planning Team, for the reduction of hazard risk to the community;
and
WHEREAS, the primary purpose of the Plan is to identify hazards that affect the Town of
Sahuarita, assess the vulnerability and risk posed by those hazards to community-wide human
and structural assets, developing strategies for mitigation of those identified hazards, present
future maintenance procedures for the Plan, and document the planning process; and
WHEREAS, the Plan recommends several hazard mitigation actions or projects that will
provide mitigation for specific hazards that affect the Town of Sahuarita, in order to protect
people and property from loss associated with those hazards; and
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WHEREAS, upon approval of the Plan and approval from the Arizona Division of
Emergency Management and the Federal Emergency Management Agency, the Town of
Sahuarita will be eligible to apply for federal mitigation grant funding.

Section 1.

The Town of Sahuarita adopts and approves the 2017 Pima County MultiJurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, a copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by reference.

Section 2

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform
all acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this Resolution.

Section 3.

All resolutions or motions and parts of resolutions or motions of the council in
conflict with the provisions of this Resolution are hereby repealed, effective as of
the effective date of this Resolution. All internal references within the town code
to any affected provision are hereby updated.

Section 4.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Resolution is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.
_______________________________________

Mayor Tom Murphy
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

_________________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney

____________________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
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SECTION 1: INTRODUCTION

Pima County and all of the Cities and Towns are political subdivisions of the State of Arizona and are organized under
Title 9 (cities/towns) and Title 11 (counties) of the Arizona Revised Statutes (ARS). This Pima County MultiJurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan was prepared by the Pima County Office of Emergency Management (PCOEM)
and the listed participating jurisdictions, along with interested public, appointed representatives and elected officials
of these jurisdictions. Accordingly, each of the participating jurisdictions is empowered to formally plan and adopt
the Plan on behalf of their respective jurisdictions.

1.2
Background and Scope
Each year in the United States, disasters take the lives of hundreds of people and injure thousands more. Nationwide,
taxpayers pay billions of dollars annually to help communities, organizations, businesses, and individuals recover
from disasters. These monies only partially reflect the true cost of disasters, because additional expenses to insurance
companies and nongovernmental organizations are not reimbursed by tax dollars. Many disasters are predictable, and
much of the damage caused by these events can be alleviated or even eliminated.
Hazard mitigation is defined by FEMA as “any sustained action taken to reduce or eliminate long-term risk to human
life and property from a hazard event. The goal of risk reduction is to reduce the risk to life and property, which
includes existing structures and future construction, in the pre and post-disaster environments. This is
achieved through regulations, local ordinances, land use, and building practices and mitigation projects that reduce or
eliminate long-term risk from hazards and their effects.”
Another way to understand hazard mitigation is in relation to the emergency management cycle in the whole
community. FEMA encourages the Whole Community approach to mitigation, prevention, protection, response and
recovery activities. This means that, in addition to federal, state and local emergency management entities, academia,
nongovernmental organizations, community members and the private sector need to be engaged in all phases of
emergency management including mitigation.
The results of a three-year congressionally mandated independent study to assess future savings from mitigation
activities provides states that on average, each dollar spent on mitigation saves society an average of $4 in avoided
future losses to society including saving lives and preventing injuries (National Institute of Building Science MultiHazard Mitigation Council, 2005).1 This study is currently being updated.
Hazard mitigation planning is the process through which natural hazards that threaten communities are identified,
likely impacts of those hazards are determined, mitigation goals are set, and appropriate strategies to lessen impacts
are determined, prioritized, and implemented. This Plan documents the planning process employed by the Planning
Team for Pima County’s Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan (MJHMP). The Plan identifies relevant hazards
and risks, and identifies the strategy that will be used to decrease vulnerability and increase resiliency and
sustainability.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

1.1
Purpose
The purpose of the Plan is to identify natural hazards that impact the various jurisdictions located within Pima County,
assess the vulnerability and risk posed by those hazards to community-wide human and structural assets, develop
strategies for mitigation of those identified hazards, present future maintenance procedures for the plan, and document
the planning process.

Examples of hazard mitigation strategies include, but are not limited to the following:
 Development of mitigation standards, regulations, policies, and programs;
 Land use/zoning policies;

1

National Institute of Building Science Multi-Hazard Mitigation Council, 2016: http://www.nibs.org/?page=mmc_projects#nhms
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 Strong building code and floodplain management regulations;
 Dam safety program, seawalls, and levee systems;
 Acquisition of flood prone and environmentally sensitive lands; or
 Retrofitting/hardening/elevating structures and critical facilities.
 Relocation of structures, infrastructure, and facilities out of vulnerable areas
 Improvement of warning and evacuation systems
This Plan was prepared pursuant to the requirements of the Disaster Mitigation Action of 2000 and the
implementing regulations set forth in the Federal Register (hereafter, these requirements will be referred to
collectively as the DMA2K). The Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 requires that a community have an
approved hazard mitigation plan in order to qualify for federal funding from the following grant programs. Some of
the grant programs available include:
 Pre-Disaster Mitigation Competitive (PDM-C)
 Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)
 Flood Mitigation Assistance (FMA)
Information in this Plan will be used to help guide and coordinate mitigation activities and decisions for future land
use. Proactive mitigation planning will help reduce the cost of disaster response and recovery to the community and
its property owners by protecting structures, reducing exposure and minimizing overall community impacts and
disruption. The community has been affected by hazards in the past and is thus committed to reducing future disaster
impacts and maintaining eligibility for Federal funding. In the future, climate variability could affect the outcome of
hazards by either reducing or increasing disaster impacts. This plan will attempt to address potential variables in each
of the hazards addressed.
This is a multi-jurisdictional plan that geographically covers the participating communities within the Pima County
boundaries (hereinafter referred to as the planning area). The following jurisdictions participated in the planning
process:

1.3



Pima County (Unincorporated)



Town of Marana



Town of Oro Valley



Town of Sahuarita



City of Tucson



Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Tribal Assurance

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

 Public awareness/education campaigns

The Pascua Yaqui Tribe is a federally recognized tribe, organized and established as a sovereign nation pursuant to
the provisions of the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934. The Pascua Yaqui Tribe achieved federal recognition
as an established tribe on September 18, 1978, and became recognized as a historic tribe in 1994.
The Pascua Yaqui Tribe will comply with all applicable Federal Statutes and regulations during the periods for which
it receives grant funding, in compliance with DMA 2000 requirement §201.7(c)(6), and will amend its plan whenever
necessary to reflect changes in tribal or Federal laws and statutes as required.

1.4

Plan Organization

This Plan is organized as follows:
SECTION I: INTRODUCTION
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Section 2: Community Profile



Section 3: Planning Process



Section 4: Hazard Identification & Risk Assessment



Section 5: Mitigation Strategies and Action Items



Section 6: Plan Maintenance
Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)
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SECTION 2: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS
County Overview

History
Pima County is unique for being one of the oldest continuously inhabited areas of the United States. Native Americans
have lived in this region from prehistoric times to the present, with the Tohono O’odham reservation being the second
largest in the nation. Originally named for the Native American tribe inhabiting the area, evidence of the human
settlement of Pima County dates back over 9,000 years. The Hohokam inhabited the area until the 1500s when they
mysteriously disappeared. The Tohono O’odham were the next to settle the region and concentrated along the Santa
Cruz and Gila Rivers. The arrival of the Spanish in the 1690s marked the first European peoples to establish
settlements in the area. Missionary and explorer Father Eusebio Francisco Kino established the San Xavier del Bac
mission. Throughout the 1700s, the Spanish continued to settle throughout southern Arizona. In 1775, the Tucson
presidio was built to protect settlers from raiding tribes of Apaches. Residents of the fort began to refer to it as the
“Old Pueblo”, which remains today as a nickname for Tucson.
Pima County was created in 1864, and included all of southern Arizona acquired from Mexico by the Gadsden
Purchase. It is the second largest of the four original counties. Over time, portions of Pima County were carved off to
create Maricopa, Pinal, Cochise, and Graham Counties.
Development began to flourish around the middle of the 18th century when silver and gold were discovered in the
geographical area and the arrival of prospectors from Mexico. With the expansion of mining and ranching in the late
1800s, Pima County continued to witness increasing populations as new residents migrated to the Tucson region
settling in proximity to major transportation corridors. Slowly, development moved eastward from Tucson until
abutting with federally owned land resulting in a trend reversal with new growth occurring to the northwest. In the
1960’s the county flourished due to the copper industry, and by the 1970s, the industry was responsible for the
employment of almost 9,000 people.
According to recent 2016 data, Pima County now has a population of around 1,010,025, with a projected population
increase to 1.4 million by 2041. Pima County is multi-culturally diverse and unique in the sense that it is a very
urbanized county, with more than one-third of the population living outside of any incorporated cities or towns. The
county seat of Pima County is Tucson, where most of the population is located. Tucson is a major commercial and
academic hub, and is home to the University of Arizona, Pima Air & Space Museum and the Arizona-Sonora Desert
Museum2.
Geography
Pima County is located in southern Arizona and encompasses 9,184 square miles, which is roughly equal in area to
the states of Rhode Island and Connecticut combined. Pima County shares a 120-mile border in common with Mexico.
Pima County lies within the Basin and Range Physiographic Province, characterized by northwest-trending mountain
ranges separated by alluvial basins. Separated by the Tucson and Sierrita Mountains, a large portion of Pima County
lies in two alluvial basins: Avra Valley to the west and the Tucson basin in the east. The regional drainage network,
primarily formed by the Santa Cruz River and its tributaries, is dry for a majority of the year except during the spring
runoff or from heavy storms.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

2.1

Varying in elevation from desert valleys at roughly 1,200 feet to the 9,185-foot peak of Mount Lemmon, the county
is home to diverse plant and animal communities. Numerous mountain ranges ring the Tucson basin, including the
Santa Catalina, Rincon, Empire, Santa Rita, Sierrita, and Tucson mountains. Two cactus forests traverse the county –
Saguaro National Park to the northeast and Organ Pipe Cactus National Monument in the southwestern portion. In
addition, the County is home to the Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge nestled along the western boundary of the

2

Source: http://webcms.pima.gov/government/about_pima_county/, 2016
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county and the Coronado National Forest in the eastern portion of the county within the Santa Catalina Mountains.

Source: Pima County Geographical Information Systems, 2016

Figure 2-1: Vicinity
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Chihuahuan Desert – this ecoregion is typical of the high altitude deserts and foothills and is found in
much of the southeastern portion of Arizona. Elevations in this zone varies between 3,000-4,500 feet.
The average temperatures for the Chihuahuan Desert tends to be cooler than the Sonoran Desert due to
the elevation differences. However, like its lower elevation cousin, the summers are hot and dry with
mild to cool, relatively dry winters.



Sierra Madre Occidental Pine-Oak Forest – this ecoregion is predominant to mountainous regions in
southeast Arizona with elevations generally above 5,000 feet. The average temperatures tend to be cool
during the summer and cold in winter.



Sonoran Desert – this ecoregion is an arid environment that covers much of southwestern Arizona. The
elevation varies in this zone from approximately sea level to 3,000 feet. Vegetation in this zone is
comprised mainly of Sonoran Desert Scrub and is one of the few locations in the world where saguaro
cactus can be found. The climate is typically hot and wet during the summer and mild during the winter
with a very dry spring and fall.

Land ownership within Pima County is divided between Indian Reservation (42%), Private (12%), U.S. Forest
Service and Bureau of Land Management (12%), State Trust Land (15%), and other public lands (19%)3.
Government
The governmental and administrative affairs of the unincorporated areas of Pima County are directed by a fivemember Board of Supervisors with each member elected from a designated district. Because of Arizona’s
constitutional provisions and the requirements promulgated by Arizona Revised Statutes, the government of Pima
County is organized to have a direct and indirect relationship with the Board of Supervisors. The Board of Supervisors
has direct control over the County’s general government functions including community services; indigent defense;
medical, health, and welfare services; and public works functions. These broad functions include the County’s internal
governmental administrative/ management activities; maintenance and construction of the County’s sewerage and
sanitation infrastructures; County streets, roads, and bridges which comprise the County’s transportation
infrastructure; natural resources, parks, community centers, recreational facilities and libraries (in cooperation with
the city of Tucson); and numerous clinics. Indirect relationships are maintained with the elected officials. The Board
of Supervisors appoints a County Administrator to be responsible for the general direction, supervision,
administration, and coordination of all affairs of the county.
Each of the five municipalities in the county (Town of Marana, Town of Oro Valley, Town of Sahuarita, City of South
Tucson, and City of Tucson) are governed by council-manager form of government. An elected tribal council governs
the Pascua Yaqui Tribe. Each of the municipalities and the tribal community are described in more detail in Section
2.3 below.

3
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The geographical characteristics of Pima County have been mapped into the following three terrestrial ecoregions:

Source: Pima County Geographic Information Systems, 2016
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Figure 2-3: Community Location and Land Ownership
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Transportation
As shown in Figure 2-4, several major roadways support both local and transportation needs. Interstate 10 provides
connectivity with the Phoenix metropolitan area to the north and Interstate 19 with Mexico to the south. Several other
State and US highways, most notably Arizona State Highways 85 and 86, coupled with key Indian Routes provide
local and regional access throughout southern Arizona. Pima County is host to four municipal airports providing
commercial and general aviation service to the region. In addition, the county is home to the Davis-Monthan Air Force
Base in Tucson. Davis-Monthan Air Force Base has approximately 6,500 Active Duty military personnel, 1,000
Reserve and Air National Guard personnel, 3,000 civilian employees, and nearly 19,000 military retirees that reside
in the Tucson area.4
Climate
For the majority of Pima County, the climate is typical to the Sonoran Desert areas of the state and is characterized by
abundant sunshine, a long summer, mild winter, low average annual precipitation, relatively low humidity, and
generally light winds. In the relatively small areas of the county above 4,000 feet mean sea level, the climate tends to
be more moderate. Climatic statistics for weather stations within Pima County are produced by the Western Region
Climate Center5 and span records dating back to the early 1900’s.
Table 2-1 lists some partial climate statistics for several of the weather stations located within the county. Average
temperatures within Pima County range from near freezing during the winter months to over 100°F during the hot
summer months. The severity of temperatures in either extreme is highly dependent upon the location, and more
importantly the altitude, within the county. For instance, temperature extremes in the foothill communities will
generally be about 10° less than those in valley communities.
Table 2-1: Climate Statistics for Stations in Pima County
Average Temperature (F)
January
July
Location
Ajo
Cascabel
Kitt Peak
Sabino Canyon
Green Valley/Sahuarita
Sells
Tucson Magnetic Observatory
Tucson, University of Arizona

Min
41.6
30.0
33.0
37.1
37.0
36.9
34.2
38.7

Max
64.2
64.8
49.6
66.4
67.7
66.0
64.8
64.9

Precipitation (inches)

Min Max Wettest Month Driest Month
77.8 103
1.90 (August)
0.07 (May)
65.3 99.2 2.59 (August)
0.31 (May)
60.8 80.4 4.53 (August)
0.44 (May)
72.4 101.9 2.41 (August)
0.19 (May)
73.6 98.8
3.23 (July)
0.21 (May)
72.1 101.1
2.58 (July)
0.15 (May)
71.3 100.5 2.25 (August)
0.24 (May)
74.0 99.4 2.36 (August)
0.22 (May)

Total
Annual
Average
8.37
13.33
23.16
12.73
13.42
11.77
12.62
11.4

Note: Period of record varies by station but generally spans from the early 1900’s to 2010. Sabino Canyon 1941-2002. Green Valley
1988-2016 is near Sahuarita.
Source: Western Regional Climate Center, 2016.

4

Davis-Monthan & 355th Fighter Wing Fact Sheet, 2015

5

Most of the data provided and summarized here taken from the WRCC website beginning at the following URL:
http://www.wrcc.dri.edu/CLIMATEDATA.html, 2016
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Geology
Pima County is comprised of a complex geology reflective of a history of faulting and folding of the earth’s crust. The
mountains include sedimentary, metamorphic volcanic, or intrusive igneous rock, or a combination of the three. The
alluvial basins consist of well-consolidated sediments eroded from the surrounding mountain ranges with caliche, or
hardpan, underneath. Caliche is formed as calcium carbonate and deposited within the soil through water seepage.
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Average wind speeds are similar across Arizona, averaging approximately 6 to 9 miles per hour annually. Pima County
generally experiences average wind speeds at approximately 8 miles per hour. However, significant variations can
exist throughout the year, as evidenced by Tucson’s statewide record of 76 miles per hour maximum-recorded wind
gust. The surrounding mountains and topography of the region influence wind velocities and directions in the Tucson
basin.
Population
As of July 2016, 1,009,371 residents call Pima County home7. The majority of the citizens still live in the incorporated
communities or reservation portion of Pima County. The largest community is the City of Tucson. The two
incorporated cities and three towns are geographically located in the eastern portion of Pima County.

Table 2-2: Population Estimates
Jurisdiction
Pima County
Town of Marana*
Town of Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe (Pascua Pueblo Reservation)
Town of Sahuarita
City of South Tucson
Tohono O'odham Nation
City of Tucson
Unincorporated County

2010
981,168
35,051
40,984
3,745
25,259
5,672
9,051
520,795
353,319

2015
1,009,371
41,655
43,499
8,831**
27,637
5,712
Not
reported
529,845
361.023

2010 Pascua Yaqui Tribe and Tohono O’odham Nation estimates from 2010 Census Block data
2010 and 2015 data from AZDOA: https://population.az.gov/population-estimates
*A portion of Marana is in Pinal County
** Provided by Pascua Yaqui Tribe and current as of September 2016

Economy
The metropolitan Tucson area is the center of economic activity for the County. As of July 2016, the countywide labor
force was estimated at 470,100 with an unemployment rate of 5.8%.8 A majority of workers in Pima County are
employed in the educational services, healthcare, and social assistance sector of the economy, followed by arts and
entertainment, and then professional, scientific and management. The labor force is reflective of the influence of
tourism, academia, and the retirement population in the Tucson metropolitan area.

6

Office of the State Climatologist for AZ, 2004. http://geography.asu.edu/azclimate/narrative.htm

7

U.S. Census Bureau, Quick Facts, 2016. http://www.census.gov/quickfacts/table/PST045216/00

8

AZ Department of Administration Employment and Population Statistics, August 2016.
https://laborstats.az.gov/sites/default/files/Emp-Report.pdf
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Precipitation throughout Pima County is governed largely by elevation and season of the year. From November
through March, storm systems from the Pacific Ocean cross the state as broad winter storms producing mild
precipitation events and snowstorms at the higher elevations. Summer rainfall begins early in July and usually lasts
until mid-September. Moisture-bearing winds move into Arizona at the surface from the southwest (Gulf of California)
and aloft from the southeast (Gulf of Mexico). The shift in wind direction, termed the North American Monsoon,
produces summer rains in the form of thunderstorms that result largely from excessive heating of the land surface and
the subsequent lifting of moisture-laden air, especially along the primary mountain ranges. Thus, the strongest
thunderstorms are usually found in the mountainous regions of the central southeastern portions of Arizona. These
thunderstorms are often accompanied by strong winds, blowing dust, and infrequent hailstorms.6

Page 12

Packet Pg. 116

8.E.1

2.2

Jurisdictional Overviews

2.2.1

Town of Marana

2017

Nestled along Interstate 10 approximately one mile northwest of Tucson, the Town of Marana has experienced
dramatic growth in the past decade because of aggressive annexation policies and the development of master-planned
communities. Founded in 1881, in conjunction with the development of rail transportation, Marana solidified itself as
a destination with its appearance on Southern Pacific Railroad maps in 1890. Although ranching and the railroad
dominated the community prior to World War I, the post-war years brought significant change to the region with the
implementation of extensive agricultural irrigation systems and the development of cotton farming. Other substantial
factors in Marana’s development were the location of Marana Army Air Field (now Pinal Airpark and Evergreen Air
Center) and the removal of the downtown business district due to the widening of Interstate 10 in the early 1960’s.
In March of 1977, the Town of Marana incorporated with an area roughly 10 square miles. Governed by a sevenmember Town Council consisting of a Mayor and six council members elected for four-year terms, the Town utilizes
a Council-Manager form of government. The Town Council appoints a Town Manager responsible for the daily
operation of town services and the orderly administration of affairs.
Although a majority of Marana’s topography is flat, much of the area is designated as floodplain. In addition, the
existing Town boundaries include portions of the Tortolita and Tucson Mountain foothills that are dominated by slopes
exceeding 15%. The development constraints posed by these environmentally sensitive lands provide the potential for
natural open space and habitat conservation areas to balance with the urban development occurring. Several riparian
features, including major wash crossing in the Tortolita Fan and the Santa Cruz River provide natural wildlife habitat
for diverse species native to the Sonoran Desert.
Although witnessing substantial urban growth during the past decade, Marana continues to hold onto its agricultural
and ranching roots and serves as the main trade and transportation center for the surrounding rural periphery for the
eastern portion of Pima County. As illustrated in Table 2-2, the 2015 Census population of Marana is 41,655. On
average between the years of 2010-2014, the civilian labor force was
64.5% of the town’s population. In 2012, when data was last recorded
by the U.S. Census Bureau, there was approximately $23,436 worth
of retail sales per capita in the town. New building permits issued in
2015 were 622.9
Marana’s General Plan, adopted on December 7, 2010, reflects a
community preparing for unprecedented future growth. Marana’s
Land Use Map (Figure 2-5) defines a pattern of growth sensitive to
the natural environment and reflective of the Town’s goal to preserve
and protect natural habitats. The Marana General Plan designates a
majority of northeast Marana as environmentally sensitive, best
suited for less intense uses such as low-density residential development or open space. Low and medium density
residential in proximity to environmentally sensitive areas provide a transition to more intensive commercial and
industrial uses located in proximity to major transportation corridors including Interstate 10 and the Marana Northwest
Regional Airport.
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The Town’s reputation for a business-friendly environment with no city property taxes has led to substantial recent
investment in economic development activities. Although agriculture remains a major force in Marana’s economy, a
recent influx of residential and commercial development has occurred due to its location between Phoenix and Tucson
along I-10 and the Union Pacific Railroad, a business-friendly government and no town property taxes. To the south,
adjacent to Tucson, is a new commercial business district. Continental Ranch/Peppertree Ranch Industrial Park has
several new tenants and new industrial properties will soon be available at Marana Northwest Regional Airport.
Marana’s major private employers include Arizona Portland Cement, Costco, Home Depot, Wal-Mart, Lowes, Sargent
9

U.S. Census Bureau, QuickFacts, 2016. http://www.census.gov/quickfacts/
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Marana's Town limits reflect the many changes and transitions that have occurred since its incorporation. Marana's
rural heritage is reflected in traditional family farms and agricultural activities that continue on many acres of land
historically used for agriculture. Older, low-density residential and commercial development was located west of
Interstate 10 (I-10), in and near the traditional Town area where many Marana pioneer families settled. This northwest
part of Marana began a transition to a more densely populated area in early 2000. At that time, the Cactus Ferruginous
Pygmy-owl was listed as an endangered species, which limited development in much of the area east of I-10. This
shifted the development focus to the farm fields in northwest Marana. The extension of bank protection along the
Santa Cruz River to Sanders Road took many of the farm fields out of the floodplain and opened them up to
development opportunities. The extension of close to six miles of sewer lines in 2003 brought urban services to the
northwest area. By 2010, there were more than 4,000 new lots platted in this developing part of the Town and close
to half of those lots had constructed homes. The new growth brought approximately 5,000 new residents to this once
rural area. The northwest area is the number one growth area for Marana, with more than 17,000 additional lots entitled
in this area.
Marana’s planning area includes natural areas, such as the Tortolita Mountain Alluvial Fan in the northeast, which
provide physical constraints that limit development. Characterized by steep slopes, natural drainage ways, native
vegetation and floodplains, this area provides natural undisturbed open space and habitat for a multitude of plant and
animal species. The Town has proactively moved to direct new growth and development away from the fan to other
more appropriate areas.
The Town of Marana 2010 General Plan indicates that residential development is the predominant land use, occupying
more than 50% of the total land area. The residential categories provide a range of densities within each designation.
However, the maximum density cannot always be achieved because of land use policies or physical constraints.
Commercial and industrial uses may potentially accommodate a wide range of uses.
The new Twin Peaks Road extension and Twin Peaks/I-10 freeway interchange has created access and provided
infrastructure to new areas previously unavailable for development. Related to this, Tangerine Road, from La Canada
Drive to I-10, is currently in design for the expansion of up to six lanes that will facilitate the expected growth in three
activity centers in the region including the Tangerine Road/I-10 Activity Center; Tangerine Corridor Activity Center;
and Dove Mountain Activity Center. The new Tangerine Road will eventually connect to a fully planned, new
Tangerine/I-10 freeway interchange. These roadway projects will allow for the capacity necessary for future growth
in the area as well as provide better circulation and connectivity in the community including access to the Town of
Oro Valley.
At the Marana Regional Airport, a future focal point of the town’s local economy, continual upgrading and expansion
of the facility has benefit to the airport and to the Town’s ability to attract commerce. The recent addition of road and
utility infrastructure in the 1-10 area directly east of the airport will attract new businesses to the Town while others
will be attracted to the airport because of its business-class jet capabilities, convenient location and access for business
or pleasure.
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Controls & Aerospace, and Tucson Ready Mix. Major public employers include the Marana Unified School District
and the Town of Marana. Marana’s planning area encompasses approximately 228 square miles in Pima and Pinal
Counties. Existing land uses include natural undisturbed desert, improved drainage areas, agriculture, recreational
lands, and residential, commercial, and industrial development. A majority of the Planning Area beyond the Town
boundaries is undeveloped.
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Figure 2-5: Town of Marana Land Use
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Located between the Santa Catalina Mountains to the east and the Tortolita Mountains to the northwest, Oro Valley
is located six miles northwest of the Tucson city limits. Other nearby communities include the Town of Marana to the
west and the unincorporated community of Catalina to the north. Oro Valley serves as a gateway to regional parks,
sharing its eastern border with Catalina State Park and the Coronado National Forest. These areas provide vast
recreational and natural open space opportunities for the community and are integral to the Town’s identity as a
community known for its integration of residential uses within the natural Sonoran Desert and as a resort area. Major
access to Oro Valley is via Interstate 10, located approximately 12 miles to the west, and State Route 77, or Oracle
Road, which runs north-south through the Town, and is the original transportation corridor linking Tucson with the
Phoenix metropolitan area to the north. The Town incorporated in April of 1974 and operates under a CouncilManager form of government, which includes a mayor and six council members elected at large. The Mayor is directly
elected while the Vice Mayor is selected by the Council from among the six Council members.
Oro Valley is a growing community. The 2015 population of Oro Valley is estimated at 43,500. This population is
forecasted to grow to around 50,000 by 2030. Residential growth has been a large part of economic activity in the past
and will remain important into the future. In recent years, more diverse employment opportunities have become part
of the community. Oro Valley’s large employers include Ventana Medical Systems, a member of the Roche Group,
Honeywell Aerospace, Oro Valley Hospital, Town of Oro Valley, Amphitheater School District, Hilton El
Conquistador Golf & Tennis Resort, Fry's Food & Drug Store, Walmart Supercenter, Splendido at Rancho Vistoso
and Meggitt Securaplane. Oro Valley is emerging as a regional center for the biotech industry, with Innovation Park,
featuring medical and biotech campuses.
The Town of Oro Valley’s General Plan guides the character and future directions for the community over a 10-year
period. The Your Voice, Our Future General Plan was adopted by Town Council on September 21, 2016 and ratified
by the Oro Valley voters on November 8, 2016. The Plan supports the potential of an evolving community, with a
focus on family-friendly features, economic development and amenities contributing to a “complete community”.
This is balanced with long-held values for the natural environment and lower density development. Future commercial
growth will likely be concentrated in designated growth areas, primarily the Oracle Road corridor and secondarily
smaller neighborhood commercial clusters dispersed throughout the Town. Residential growth will likely occur in
both smaller infill projects as well as a few larger tracts of land on the western portion of Town.

SECTION II: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

2.2.2

2017

Page 16

Packet Pg. 120

8.E.1

2017

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

Figure 2-6: Town of Oro Valley Land Use
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The lands of the Pascua Yaqui became part of the United States in the 1870s. Calling themselves the Yaquis, the first
modern settlements of these descendants from the ancient Uto-Azteca people, were near Nogales and South Tucson.
Over time, the Yaquis spread out, settling north of Tucson in an area they named Pascua Village and in Guadalupe
near Tempe. Retaining their religious and cultural ways of life, the Yaquis began calling themselves the Pascua Yaqui
Tribe and accepted political integration into American society during the 1950s. In 1952, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe was
annexed by the City of Tucson. In 1964, Congress transferred 202 acres of desert land southwest of Tucson to the
Pascua Yaquis who were looking for an area to preserve their tribal identity. Members of the Pascua Yaqui Tribe
relocating to the reservation struggled to secure federal recognition for the tribe until finally being recognized in 1978.
The Tribe acquired an additional 690 acres in 1988. In 1994, the tribe’s status was changed from a created tribe to a
historic tribe.
Today, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe is scattered throughout eastern Pima County and includes several small communities.
These communities include Yoem Pueblo in Marana, Old Pascua in Tucson, Barrio Libre in South Tucson, and the
Pascua Pueblo, a 1.87-square mile reservation located southwest of the City of Tucson.
According to Tribal sources, the population as of September 2016 for the Pascua Yaqui Tribe within Pima County
communities was 8,831. Table 2-3 summarizes enrolled Tribal membership by the various Pascua Yaqui
communities located both within Pima County and outside. Enrollment demographics for the Pascua Yaqui Tribe
have increased due to housing development. Between 2013 and 2015, Housing Urban Development Grants were
obtained to build housing for tribal members. The Pascua Yaqui Tribe also had proposed amendments to its
constitutions effecting the tribe’s base enrollment to its tribal members. The amendments were passed by the federal
government that gave the authority to the Pascua Yaqui Tribal Council to have the power to enact ordinances,
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, governing future membership and loss of membership. This
rise in enrolment is reflected in Table 2-3 demographics with the Yaqui Communities of New Pascua and Marana
falling under the tribes and included in the Plan.
Table 2-3: Pascua Yaqui Tribal Enrollment Demographics
Pascua Yaqui Communities

No. of Enrolled Members



New Pascua



5,086



Old Pascua



775



Barrio Libre (South Tucson)



741



Yoem Pueblo (Marana)



123



Guadalupe (Maricopa County)



3,537



High Town (Chandler)



113



Penjamo Pueblo (Scottsdale)



250



Eloy/Coolidge (Pinal County)



247

Community Total

10,872



Other Arizona Cities



6,446



Outside the State of AZ



2,011

Total Active Membership
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19,329

Source: Pascua Yaqui Tribe, September 2016
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The Pascua Yaqui Tribe operates two casinos within Pima County, the 40,000 square foot Casino of the Sun
and the 75,000 square foot Casino del Sol. Other tribal enterprises include the brand new Sol Casino Hotel
and Convention Center, which includes 215 rooms and a 20,000 square foot ballroom, the Anselmo Valencia
Amphitheater 4,470 seat open-air concert venue, and the Del Sol Marketplace. The Sewailo Golf Course
opened in 2013 measures 7,400 yards from the championship tees, with 5 different tee boxes on each hole to
allow for players of all abilities. It is known as one of the finest golf courses in Tucson and the state of
Arizona.
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Source: Pima County Geographical Information Systems, 2016

Figure 2-7: Pascua Location
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Town of Sahuarita

The Town of Sahuarita, incorporated in 1994, now encompasses a little over 31 square miles. Land uses within the
incorporated boundaries of the Town include primarily residential and agricultural uses and vacant land. The next
largest land use in the town is institutional, which includes schools, public uses, and utilities. In addition to these, there
is commercial and light industrial land and recreational/open space uses.

Table 2-4 Population and Housing
2015 Total
Total
Total
Total
Census
Units
Occupied
Vacant
Population
2010
2010
2010
27,637
10,615
9,020
1,595
Sahuarita
Source: U.S. Census Bureau; 2015 and 2010 Census

Group
Quarters
Population
2010
63

Owner
Occupied
2010
7,615

Renter
Occupied
1,405

Using the 2010 Census average household size and average family size of 2.79 and 3.14, respectively, the Town
calculates future population projections using 2.89 persons per unit. The 2010 Census found an almost equal
male/female ratio within the study area. The Town does not currently have a large group quarters facility.
Within Sahuarita are five age-restricted communities: Quail Creek, a fully age-restricted master planned community;
Rancho Resort and Sonora within Rancho Sahuarita; La Jolla Verde, which lies southeast of I-19, and Duval Mine
Road; and the Green Valley RV Resort that lies west of I-19 and north of Duval Mine Road. The Town shows a more
traditional mix of population by age category not indicative of being skewed to the senior age groups. The Town of
Sahuarita prides itself in being open to families with children as well as other household types.
Nearly 85% of the 9,020 occupied housing stock within the Town was owner-occupied in 2010. Based on this
demographic holding in the future, the Town should plan either on ensuring that there is an adequate supply of singlefamily housing or assume that a significant part of its housing stock will likely be owner-occupied units. National
trends, however, show a shift towards smaller household sizes and an increase in renting vs homeownership. It is
unclear if this trend will affect Sahuarita, but it may be prudent to plan for a variety of housing types to best position
the Town for the future.
Sahuarita represents five predominant land use themes today. First are the existing, older residential areas, primarily
on larger lots, located in the western portion of the town, and interspersed by undeveloped properties.
Secondly, there is the rise of the master planned community from Rancho Sahuarita to the northwest and Madera
Highlands and age–restricted Quail Creek to the southeast. Most of the growth anticipated in the Town during the life
of the 2015 general plan will occur within master planned communities. Each is unique and caters to its individual
market, but differs from more rural Sahuarita.
Third are the developing commercial and potentially mixed-use centers in the southern portion of the Town around
the intersection of I-19 and Duval Mine Road. These centers provide regional services to Green Valley and much of
the Upper Santa Cruz Valley in addition to Town residents.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

The 2010 census found 10,615 dwelling units and 9,020 occupied households with a population of 25,259 (see Table
1). The Town has seen significant growth, with a 679% increase in population from 2000 to 2010. The Town’s
population in the year 2015 was at 27,637. As of 2013 a lower 13.2% vacancy rate was reported in the 2011-2013
American Community Survey 3 Year Estimate.

Fourth are the production agriculture orchards and ranches in the eastern portion of the Town. Some of this land lies
within the 100-year floodplain, but some of it lies outside and is imminently developable. Agricultural employment,
in particular the pecan orchards owned and operated by FICO, provides a source of employment in the community
that brings in revenues from outside the Town and helps the local economy. It is expected that over time, FICO
holdings will likely convert to more urban scale development, completely or in part. The Sahuarita Farms Specific
Plan and River Master Plan reflect the type of transition anticipated in this area.
Lastly, the Santa Cruz River and its large floodplain, which bisect the Town, provide both a constraint and an
opportunity. Most of the river’s floodplain within the Town is not in a natural condition today; indeed, there are a
number of structural uses, particularly around the historic Sahuarita townsite as well as irrigated agriculture and
SECTION II: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS
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institutional uses. Currently, there are no flood control measures planned for the Santa Cruz River within the Town of
Sahuarita; however, consideration of such measures in the future may occur, pursuant to pre-existing agreements and
the recently approved Sahuarita and Continental Farms River Master Plans.
Major employers in the area include Freeport-McMoRan and Asarco; Caterpillar Proving Grounds; FICO; Wal-Mart;
Fry’s; Safeway; Desert Diamond Casino, an Enterprise of the Tohono O’odham Nation; the Sahuarita School District;
and the Town of Sahuarita itself.

Located along I-19, 40 minutes north of the U.S./Mexico border and 18 miles south of downtown Tucson, Sahuarita
is uniquely positioned to capture 24 million annual visitors from Mexico. Sahuarita is overflowing with retail
opportunities, executive living and a viable center for companies and employers to conduct business with Mexico.
Each day, on average, more than 65,000 Mexican residents come to Arizona to work, visit friends and relatives,
recreate, shop, and spend over $7,350,000. This contributes substantially to Arizona’s export trade with Mexico.
Familial ties, long-term friendships, work opportunities, leisure activities and shopping experiences not yet available
in Mexico continue to support strong cross-border interactions between Arizona and its neighbor, Sonora.
Town Government
The Town of Sahuarita operates under the council-manager form of government. The Sahuarita Town Council is
responsible for the policy matters of the town, and the town manager oversees staff and carries out the day-to-day
functions of the town. Sahuarita is administered by the seven-member town council, which includes a Mayor and Vice
Mayor. The Mayor and Vice Mayor are not elected into those positions, but are instead chosen among elected council
members. The Town Council oversees all issues pertaining to Sahuarita, including residential and commercial
development and natural preservation.
Population
As one of Arizona’s fastest-growing communities, the Town of Sahuarita is the newest jurisdiction in Pima County,
incorporated in 1994. The Town of Sahuarita’s population increased nearly 700 percent during the period from the
2000 Census to the Census of 2010.
Table 2-5: Town of Sahuarita Population Growth
Year
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014

Population
25,259
25,722
26,244
26,772
27,232

% Increase
11.5%
1.8%
2.0%
2.0%
1.7%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; 2015 Census; Sahuarita Economic Development Quick Facts

Income
The Town of Sahuarita saw a 13.1 percent growth in the working-age population between 2008 and 2012, and
households earned a median income of $69,425. Additionally, Sahuarita has an unemployment rate of 5.8 percent.

SECTION II: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS
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Size and Location
Currently 31 square miles in area, Sahuarita is located just 15 minutes south of Tucson and approximately 40 minutes
north of the Mexican border. Tucson International Airport is within a 20-minute drive.
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Table 2-6: Town of Sahuarita Medium Income
Town/Municipality
Sahuarita
Pima County
State of Arizona

Median Household Income
$69,425
$46,433
$50,256

Housing
From a quality of life perspective, Sahuarita has it all: safe, quiet streets; affordable housing; modern schools;
landscaped trails and parks; scenic beauty; neighborhood shopping; easy access to interstates and the airport. The
Town of Sahuarita has three master planned communities and eleven small neighborhoods for its residents to call
home.
Education
The Town of Sahuarita Workforce Assessment by the University of Arizona Eller College of Management Economic
and Business Research Center concluded that Sahuarita’s employed workforce displays higher levels of educational
attainment overall than Pima County and Arizona as a whole. Sahuarita’s employed labor force has concentrations
significantly greater than those in Southern Arizona do in higher paying occupational categories and in important
‘high-tech’ occupations.
Table 2-7: Town of Sahuarita Education

Town/Municipality
Sahuarita
Pima County
State of Arizona

Population 25 years and
over with a Bachelor’s
Degree
21.7%
17.4%
16.0%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; 2010 Census; Sahuarita Economic Development Quick Facts

SECTION II: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau; 2010 Census; Sahuarita Economic Development Quick Facts

Page 23

Packet Pg. 127

8.E.1

2017

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

Figure 2-8: Town of Sahuarita General Plan Land Use
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City of South Tucson

The City of South Tucson is located within a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) –designated
Empowerment Zone and Tucson Pima Enterprise Zone, both of which are dedicated to revitalizing dilapidated areas
in the greater Tucson metropolitan area. The City of South Tucson has also been designated a rural ‘Colonia’ by the
United States Department of Agriculture.
A Mayor, Six Council Members, and a City Manager govern the City of South Tucson. The local police and fire
department have both full-time and volunteer personnel.
In 2000, the population of South Tucson was 5,490. Relatively small growth (0.42% through 2020) is projected for
the future. South Tucson will continue to provide a declining percent of Pima County’s overall resident population.
This pattern is reflective of the strong growth throughout eastern Pima County and the City’s inability to gain in
available land mass. Similarly, South Tucson’s small labor force is forecasted to parallel the Town’s population growth
by comprising a smaller share of the region’s employment opportunities. The City of South Tucson updated their
General Plan in 2002. Although not mandated to contain Growing Smarter elements due to their small size, this
information was incorporated into the 2002 revision to provide consistency with other municipalities in the region.
South Tucson was invited to participate in the 2017 plan revision, but did not participate due to limited resources.
They were invited to all meetings and minutes of each planning meeting were shared with the jurisdictional contact
available at the time.

SECTION II: COMMUNITY DESCRIPTIONS
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Surrounded by the City of Tucson, the City of South Tucson is a one square mile community just south of historical
downtown Tucson nestled between the junction of Interstates 10 and 19. Rich in ethnic heritage, this small community
services a population of which 83% are Mexican-American and 10% are Native American. Developed as a suburban
community to Tucson, South Tucson enjoyed a colorful history after being incorporated in 1936, unincorporated in
1938, and reincorporated in 1940.
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Source: Pima County Geographical Information Systems, 2016

Figure 2-9: City of South Tucson Land Ownership and Location
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The human history of the area on which the City of Tucson sits goes back as far as 10,000 B.C. with intermittent
habitation by migratory Paleoindian and archaic hunters and gatherers. There is evidence of agricultural settlement as
early as 1,000 B.C. The Hohokam people thrived in the area from 200 B.C. until the 1450’s. The Pima and Tohono
O’odham peoples are the descendants of that advanced civilization and have lived in the area ever since. Spanish
explorers traveled through the area in 1540, starting a long history of Spanish colonization including the founding, in
1699, and construction of the Mission San Xavier del Bac completed in 1791. The modern day City of Tucson was
founded in 1775 with the establishment of the Tucson Presidio. Over the next century, the City would become part of
Sonora, Mexico during that country’s fight for independence, then a part of the United States following the Gadsden
Purchase. This period led to a decade in which the City of Tucson was capital of the Arizona Territory. The City was
incorporated in 1877. In 1880, the Southern Pacific railroad reached Tucson and the population grew to 8,000. In 1912
Arizona joined the Union as the 48th state and Tucson continued to grow reaching a population of 120,000 by 1950,
doubling to 220,000 by 1960, and reaching 400,000 by 1990.
Today the City of Tucson is Arizona’s second largest city and serves as the seat for Pima County. It is the focal point
for political, economic, and cultural activity in Southern Arizona. The 2010 census put the population of the City at
520,116 making it the 33rd largest city in the United States, and as of 2015, the estimated population was 531,641. The
City of Tucson shares a border with the Town of Marana and the San Xavier district of the Tohono O’odham Nation,
as well as several Census Designated Places such as Vail. Otherwise, the majority of its borders are surrounded by
unincorporated Pima County. South Tucson, a one square mile enclave, lies within the City of Tucson. The
neighboring towns of Oro Valley and Sahuarita have close economic, social and governmental ties to the City.
Altogether, the City and the surrounding towns and communities make up the Tucson Metropolitan Statistical Area
with a total 2010 census population of 1,010,025.
Tucson follows the council-manager form of local government. The six-member city council holds legislative
authority and shares executive authority with the mayor, who is elected by the voters independently of the council.
An appointed city manager is responsible for the day-to-day operations of the city.
The City encompasses an area of 236 square miles. It sits at an elevation of 2,634 feet above sea level, measured at
the Tucson International Airport. It is situated on top of an alluvial plain, a flat area of land created over millennia by
sediment washing down from the surrounding mountain ranges that include the Santa Catalina and Tortolita
Mountains to the North, the Santa Rita mountains to the South, the Rincon Mountains to the East, and the Tucson
Mountains to the West. The City is located along the Santa Cruz River, which was formerly a perennial river but now
is a dry river that floods during seasonal rains. Tucson’s natural environment is characteristic of the Sonoran Desert
within which it resides with diverse habitats and conditions ranging from low land deserts to the highlands of the Santa
Catalina and Rincon Mountains.
Tucson is located 118 miles from Phoenix, AZ, the state’s capital city, and 60 miles from the U.S./Mexico international
border. Two major transportation corridors serve Tucson. The first is Interstate 10, which passes through the City from
the Northwest to the Southeast, connecting it to Phoenix, AZ via Westbound I-10 and to Las Cruses, NM and El Paso,
TX via Eastbound I-10. The second is Interstate 19, which begins at its intersection with I-10 at the southern edge of
Tucson connecting the City with Mexico through the town of Nogales, AZ. Tucson International Airport, the second
busiest airport in the State of Arizona, sits just outside of the City’s limits and approximately six miles from the City
center. Tucson is also a hub for the Union Pacific Railroad, connecting the Los Angeles ports with the South/Southeast
regions of the U.S. In addition to freight traffic, passenger rail service is provided by Amtrak with a station in
downtown Tucson connecting the City to Los Angeles, New Orleans, and Chicago via various rail lines.
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The University of Arizona calls the City of Tucson home, as does the Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. Both have
large economic influence, as the second and third largest employers respectfully, as well as cultural influence on the
City. The presence of the University and Air Force base draw high-tech industries to Tucson including Raytheon
Missile Systems, the largest employer in the City, as well as Texas Instruments, IBM, Intuit, and Honeywell
Aerospace leading to Tucson being recognized as a national leader in optics, astronomy, medical industries and
aerospace and defense. Other large employers outside of the technology and defense industries include Walmart,
Pima County’s government, the Tucson Unified School District, U.S. Customs and Border Protection and the City
of Tucson government. As of April 2016, Tucson had a civilian labor force of 477,600 with an unemployment rate
of 5.0%.
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Figure 2-10: City of Tucson Generalized Distribution of Land Use & Future Growth
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3.1
Planning Process
The 2017 update to the Plan was a countywide effort that included a revision and update of the previous plan, the
integration of new components to the plan, and incorporation of new participants into the planning process. A multijurisdictional Planning Team was assembled to conduct the review of the 2012 plan, evaluate its efficacy over the last
five years, and propose revisions for the 2017 plan. PCOEM served as the lead planning agency for the process, with
support from the Arizona Department of Emergency and Military Affairs (ADEMA). The planning team elected not
to use a consultant given that the 2012 plan would serve as the basis for revisions. PCOEM took the lead in recruiting
participants, conducting Planning Team meetings, tracking progress, editing documents, and keeping the project on
schedule. Jurisdictional Local Planning Teams were responsible for evaluating and updating the sections of the plan
for their respective jurisdictions and supporting Pima County in the completion of the plan as a whole. Details
regarding key contact information and promulgation authorities, the planning team selection, participation, activities,
and public involvement are discussed in the following sections.
3.2
Planning Activities and Teams
The role of the Planning Team was to facilitate the coordination, research, and planning element activities to update
the 2012 Plan. Four (4) multi-jurisdictional planning team meetings were conducted over the period of May through
October of 2016, beginning with the first meeting on May 12, 2016. A separate meeting was held with multijurisdictional planners and their Geographical Information System (GIS) representatives to work exclusively on maps
and data. Representatives from each jurisdiction were required to participate in all Planning Team meetings, as the
meetings were structured to take the jurisdictions through a systematic planning process. At each meeting, next-steps
and procedures were presented and discussed, progress was reported, and action items assigned. Subsequent meetings
built on the information discussed previously and on the individual assignments completed between meetings.
The Planning Team took on the following primary responsibilities:




Conveying information and assignments to the jurisdictional Local Planning Teams (LPTs) of which
several jurisdictions organized for specific plan parts or for mitigation ideas and members are noted
below,
Ensuring all requested assignments were completed fully and returned on a timely basis, and
Arranging for review and official adoption of the final Plan.

To support the Planning Team, the Jurisdictional Local Planning Teams were tasked with:








Convening meetings as needed to work through assignments from the Planning Team,
Providing support and data,
Developing and refining mitigation strategies,
Assisting with the prioritization of hazards and plan objectives,
Assisting the Planning Team representatives with assignments,
Making planning decisions regarding Plan components, and
Reviewing the Plan draft documents.

The planning process for Pima County’s Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan followed FEMA’s 4-phase
Disaster Mitigation Act (DMA) planning process:
1.

Organize Resources

2.

Assess Risks

3.

Develop the Mitigation Plan

4.

Implement the Plan and Monitor Progress

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)
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Cultivating a well-rounded, representative Planning Team was the responsibility of the PCOEM. Using the list of
Planning Team Participants from the 2012 Plan as a guide, the PCOEM identified a list of potential participants and
contributors to the 2017 Update Planning Team. PCOEM initiated contact with and extended invitations to participate
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to jurisdictional representatives and agencies from all incorporated communities within Pima County, the Pascua
Yaqui Tribe and the Tohono O’odham Nation.
The participating members of the Planning Team are summarized in Table 3-1. Copies of invited individuals and
attendance sheets are in Appendix C Planning Process Documents.
Table 3-1: Planning Team Participants
(participants in bold returning members)

Ackerman, Char

Jurisdiction / Organization
Town of Oro Valley Police
Department Emergency
Management

Planning Team Role

Austin, Susan (Wood)

AZ Department of Emergency and
Military Affairs

State Planning Manager, Management level
support for planning effort, Mitigation
strategy development

Bear, Courtney

Pima County Office of Emergency
Management

Lead Planner

Bowen, Sheila

Town of Sahuarita Public Works
Director

Planning Team member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact and Local Planning Team Lead

Carbajal, Manny

Town of Marana

Planning Team member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact, Local Planning Team Lead

Espinoza, Sandra

Arizona Department of Emergency
and Military Affairs

DEMA representative for Southern Arizona,
Planning Team member

Glenn, Erik

Pima County Information
Technology

Planning Team Member, GIS Lead for the
County

Groseclose, Sgt. Brian

Sahuarita Police Department

Planning Team member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact

Horton, Jeff

Tucson Airport Authority

Planning Team member, Tucson Airport
Authority representative

Johnson, Sgt. Steven

Marana Police Department

Planning Team Member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact

Matus, Andre

Pascua Yaqui Tribe / Pascua
Pueblo Fire Department

Planning Team Member, Lead Jurisdictional
Point of Contact, Local Planning Team Lead

McGlone, Sgt. Matt

Sahuarita Police Department

Jurisdictional Point of Contact and Lead
Planner for Sahuarita

Moya-Flores, Griselda

Pima County Office of Emergency
Management

Planning Team member, Administrative

Nicolas Siemsen

City of Tucson / Office of
Emergency Management

Jurisdictional Point of Contact and Lead
Planner for City of Tucson

Rodriguez, Bernice

Pascua Pueblo Fire Dept.

Planning Team Member, Local Planning
Team Administration for Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Planning Team Member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact, Local Planning Team Lead

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Name

An integral part of the planning process was working with other agencies and organizations, both within and outside
of the participating jurisdiction’s governance, to obtain specialized information and data for inclusion into the Plan or
SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS

Page 31

Packet Pg. 135

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

to provide more public exposure to the planning process. In addition to the adopting jurisdictions, several agencies
and organizations that operate within, or have jurisdiction over small and large areas of Pima County were invited to
participate in the planning process. Some were invited to the first Planning Team meeting, while others were brought
in as the Planning Team discovered a need for their assistance. Copies of the various meeting invitations are provided
in Appendix B.

Table 3-2: Local Planning Team and Content Resources
(participants in bold returning members)
Name
Abdelrasoul, Abdo

Agency/Dept./Division
Town of Oro Valley

Role/Contribution
Local Planning Team Member GIS Support

Bender, Cheryl

American Red Cross

Sheltering and Community Organizations
Active in Disaster

Bonser, Colby

Pima County Office of
Sustainability and Conservation

Climate resource

Boyce, Karn

Town of Oro Valley Water Utility

Local Planning Team Member Buffelgrass
Program

Boyer, Chuck

Town of Oro Valley IT Director

Local Planning Team Member

Brandhuber

Golder Ranch Fire Department

Local Planning Team Member for Oro
Valley for wildfire expertise

Bradshaw, Gary

City of Tucson Fire Department

City of Tucson Representative

Canale, Brett

Marana GIS

Local Planning Team member

Casertano, Paul

Pima Association of Governments

Community description, Transportation and
traffic

Chalmers, Seth

Pima County DOT

Local Planning Team member, Traffic and
transportation for Pima County

Chavez, Kathy

Pima County Office of
Sustainability

Local Planning Team Member

D'Entremont, Andy

Pima County Office of Emergency
Management

Local Planning Team member

Drozd, Ken

NOAA

Climate and weather expert

Faas, Jim

Pima County Finance and Risk
Management

Pima County finance information

Fontes, Antonio

Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Local Planning Team member, GIS
representative for Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Geitner, Ian

Pascua Land Use

Land use planning for Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Groseclose, Sgt. Brian

Sahuarita Police Department

Planning Team member, Jurisdictional Point
of Contact

Hamblin, Elisa

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works

Local Planning Team Member Long-range
Principal Planner

SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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Those others agencies and organizations who assisted by providing data or otherwise contributing to this Plan are
listed in Table 3-2. The specific jurisdiction with whom they collaborated is noted.
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Name
Hammarstrom, Cptn. Mike

City of Tucson Police Dept.

Role/Contribution
Local Planning Team member, City of
Tucson representative

Helfrich, Thomas

Pima County Flood Control
District

Local Planning Team, Flood control

Hoppe, Jamie

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works

Local Planning Team Member Adopt-aWash Program

Horton, Jeff

Tucson Airport Authority

Planning Team member, Tucson Airport
Authority representative

Huelle, Cheryl

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works

Local Planning Team Member Hazard
Mitigation Project identification

Jacobs, Amanda

Town of Oro Valley Town
Manager’s Office

Local Planning Team Member Community
Description

Jamarta, Julie

Pima Association of Governments

Population data and community description
assistance

Karazs, Sarah

Arizona DOT

Environmental planning resource

Karlik, Jay

Rural/Metro Fire District / Fire
Dept.

Local Planning Resource

Khawam, Yves

Pima County Development
Services

Local Planning Team member, Code and
enforcement resource

King, Chuck

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works
Building Manager

Local Planning Team Member Ordinances,
laws and codes

Kosiorowski, Joey

Green Valley Fire District

Local Planning Team member

Ladd, Keith

University of Arizona

Climate resource

Langdale, Paul

Arizona DOT

Environmental Planning

Lauber, Brian

Arizona Division of Forestry

Wildland fire information

Lee Muscarella, Lee

Golder Ranch Fire District
Battalion Chief

Local Planning Team resource for Oro
Valley

Lynn, Judy

Pima County Office of Emergency
Management

Local Planning Team Member, Community
Outreach, Public Information assistance

Mercer, Rita

Pima County Regional Wastewater
Reclamation

Local Planning Team member, Wastewater,
AZWARN

Miranda, Richard

Pima County Regional Wastewater
Reclamation

Local Planning Team member, Wastewater,
AZWARN

Town of Oro Valley Water Utility

Local Planning Team Member Water
authority input on hazards and mitigation
actions

Moore, Mark

Agency/Dept./Division

SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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Name
Nassi, Richard

Agency/Dept./Division
Pima Association of GovernmentsTransportation

Role/Contribution
Community description, Transportation and
traffic

Orchard, Lynn

Pima County Regional Flood
Control

Advisory information for flood hazard and
notifications

Padilla, Robert

Pima County Natural
Resources/Parks & Rec

Local Planning Team member, Parks and
Rec information

Porter, Scott

Pima County Environmental
Quality

Local Planning Team member,
environmental resource

Ramsey, Aimee

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works
Assistant Director

Local Planning Team Member General
support

Riley, Kara

Oro Valley Police Department

Local Planning Team Member Public
information and notice

Robinson, Julie

Pima County Office of
Sustainability

Local Planning Team member, Climate
resource

Rodriguez, Jose

Town of Oro Valley Community
Development and Public Works
Managing Engineer

Local Planning Team Member Hazard
mitigation actions and projects development

Rutherford, Tony

Mountain Vista Fire District

Local Planning Team Member, wildfire
hazard and mitigation projects

Saxe, Greg

Pima County Regional Flood
Control

Local Planning Team member, Flood Hazard
lead

Selover, Nancy

Arizona State University- Arizona
State Climate Office

Climate expert

Shepp, Eric

Pima County Regional Flood
Control

Local Planning Team member for Pima
County, Flood information source

Smith, Allen

City of Tucson Police Dept.

City of Tucson representative

Thum, Gabe

Pima Association of GovernmentsTransportation Safety

Planning and demographics

Todnem, Mike

Oro Valley

Local Planning Team member

Valenzuela, Louis

Pima County Health Dept.

Local Planning Team, Health Department
representative

West, Gary

Northwest Fire Department

Local Planning Team member

Wittenberg, Dan

Kinder Morgan

Industry representative

Youberg, Ann

State of Arizona- AZ Geological
Survey

Geological expertise, Landslide specialist
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Public and Stakeholder Involvement

The pre-draft public involvement strategy for the Plan development included press releases, and public web notices.
The 2012 Plan was posted to the County website and made available for public review and comment. The local
jurisdictions placed announcements on their websites linking the reader to the Plan on the County website. The postdraft strategy included posting the draft plan to the County website, with website links from local jurisdictions, and
requesting public comment. Documentation of the outreach can be found in this Plan’s appendices.
The Pima County Office of Emergency Management also reached out to surrounding counties during plan revision at
regional meetings held by the Arizona Department of Emergency and Military Affairs. AZDEMA also encouraged
information sharing amongst Pima County’s surrounding counties of Santa Cruz, Pinal, Yuma and Cochise.
Tribal Definition of “Public”
The Pascua Yaqui Tribe has formulated the following statement to define “public” for the purposes of this planning
effort to satisfy the Tribal Planning requirements:
“All residents of the Pascua Yaqui Reservation, as its boundaries may be revised from time to time.”

Table 3-3: Past Public and Stakeholder Involvement
Jurisdiction

Pima County

Activity or Opportunity
 Maintained the county website that included the current Plan and provided contact
information for continued comment and input.
 Sought and managed a mitigation grant for Buffelgrass reduction.
 Developed brochures regarding local threats in conjunction with the PCOEM website.
 Attended community events and engage with the public on mitigation and preparation
activities.
 Conducted Emergency Management meetings with local emergency management
professionals on a quarterly basis, and discussed hazard mitigation events.
 Worked with Pima Regional Flood Control on Community Rating System requirements
such as planning and exercising.
 Maintained social media presence and focus on mitigation measures that citizens can take
before monsoon and fire seasons.

SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Public involvement and input to the planning process was encouraged cooperatively among all of the participating
jurisdictions using several venues throughout the course of the revision planning cycle. This Plan will remain on the
County and individual jurisdictional websites on a continual basis once approved and adopted by each jurisdiction.
Stakeholders are assumed jurisdictional representatives, technical and subject matter experts and others not considered
members of the public who have an interest in the development or use of the plan.
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Jurisdiction

City of
Tucson

Town of Oro
Valley

Activity or Opportunity
 City of Tucson Office of Emergency Management webpage was dedicated to
preparedness and mitigation topics.
 Performed annual “Operation Splash” outreach efforts to raise awareness of the dangers
of driving through flooded washes and roadways.
 Performed annual “Operation Freeze” outreach efforts to raise awareness of the dangers
of cold and freezing weather.
 Used the “Don’t Get Swept Away, Find a Safer Place to Play” campaign to encourage
people to avoid flooded washes and other storm water infrastructure during the monsoon
season.
 The Tucson Office of Emergency Management regularly used social media sites to share
preparedness and mitigation information to the public.
 Declaration signed by the Mayor and Council of September Preparedness Month, with
public preparedness outreach at public events, via social media, on television, etc.
 Regular water conservation outreach efforts from Tucson Water Department via bill
inserts, social media, television, etc.
 Weekly preparedness and safety tips via the Tucson Fire Department posted online and
aired on television.
 Provided preparedness and mitigation brochures and pamphlets to each of the six City
Council ward offices for their constituents, along with an orientation for Council staff on
the mission of emergency management including mitigation efforts.

Provided Water Conservation Messaging in Quarterly Town Newsletter.

Developed Media Release regarding pipe safety during cold weather.

Banned fireworks during dry months.

Signed a Town Proclamation in recognition of Beat Back Buffelgrass Day.

News release recognizing the Town of Oro Valley as having a NOAA Stormready
designation.

Offered SKYWARN Weather Spotter Training in the Town of Oro Valley.

Signed a Town Proclamation declaring September National Preparedness Month.

Town of Oro Valley webpage was dedicated to water information and tips.

Provided hazard awareness information to residents through newsletters, social media,
PSAs, website, brochures, neighborhood meetings, community events, and other.

Conducted presentations to the public about hazards and disaster preparedness.

Provided floodplain related information to targeted properties in high-risk areas.

Provided staff support and technical guidance to homeowners, businesses, and HOAs
about flood mitigation projects on private property.

Expanded public participation in the Adopt a Street/Wash program.

SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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Jurisdiction

Town of
Marana

Pascua
Yaqui

Town of
Sahuarita

Activity or Opportunity
 Provided information to the public, business and first responders by participating in the
Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC) for hazardous materials preparedness.
 Provided floodplain related hazard and mitigation information to targeted properties in
high-risk areas.
 Provided flood hazard outreach to residents of the Town of Marana, located within the
flood plain.
 Created brochures for building within the flood plain.
 Created a Town-wide Spill Control Plan, with flow chart to help Town employees and
residents follow a simple plan for hazardous material spills.
 Acquired a Small Quantity Generator (SQG) designation from the City of Tucson Household Hazardous Waste (HHW) Facility for proper disposal of small quantities of
hazardous waste.
 Implemented Mandatory Storm Water Management Awareness Training for all Town
employees, as mandated by (Small MS4 Permit) - (Marana SWMP) 6.3.6 Employee
Training
 Provided a library of pamphlets in the Marana Municipal Complex (MMC) Lobby area
for all interested parties to peruse and take for reference.
 During the 2016 General Plan meeting, the Town Emergency Management Coordinator
distributed brochures on hazard mitigation and individual preparedness as part of public
outreach.
 Continued mitigation activities in correlation to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe Improvement
Projects program.
 Referenced the plan on the Pascua Yaqui Intranet/Intranet and on Yaqui Radio Station
PSAs.
 The Pascua Yaqui Tribe continued to use the plan for reference for profiling of cultural
sites for economic development.
 The Pascua Yaqui Department of Public Safety, who oversees mitigation planning, has
supported the plan by referencing the plan with other tribal departments for grants and
infrastructure improvement opportunities. In 2016, the plan was referenced in the
development of accreditation for the Tribal Health Department.
 During Tribal Recognition Days, an information booth was set up to promote mitigation
opportunities and hazard reduction.
 The Sahuarita Strategic Plan for Emergency Preparedness and the Sahuarita Emergency
Operations Plan were posted on the website.
 “Be Prepared” brochures were available at Town Hall to interested constituents.

Copies of Strategic Plan for Emergency Preparedness and Sahuarita Emergency
Operations Plan maintained on town website.

Table 6-1 summarizes opportunities for continued public engagement and dissemination of information each
jurisdiction plans to pursue when relevant and appropriate.

3.4

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 3-3: Past Public and Stakeholder Involvement

Reference Documents and Resources

Additional reference material, such as other plans, studies, reports, and technical information, was obtained during the
planning process and reviewed for incorporation or reference in the updated plan. The majority of the additional
reference material pertained specifically to the risk assessment and the capabilities assessment. To a lesser extent, the
community descriptions and mitigation strategy also benefitted from additional document and technical information
research. Table 3-4 provides a reference listing of the primary resource documents and technical resources reviewed
SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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Table 3-4: Resource documents reviewed and incorporated in this plan
Resource
Description of Reference and Its Use
AZ Department of
Reference for demographic and economic data for the county. Used for community
Commerce
descriptions
AZ Department of
Reference for demographic and employment data for the county used in the
Administration
community descriptions.
AZ Department of
Resource for state and federal disaster declaration information for Arizona. Also a
Emergency and Military
resource for hazard mitigation planning guidance and documents.
Affairs
AZ Department of Water
Resource for data on drought conditions, statewide drought management, and land
Resources
subsidence all used in risk assessment.
Resource for earthquake, fissure, landslide/mudslide, subsidence, and other
AZ Geological Survey
geological hazards. Used in the risk assessment.
AZ Model Local Hazard
Guidance document for preparing and formatting hazard mitigation plans for Arizona.
Mitigation Plan
AZ State Department of
Source for statewide GIS coverage (ALRIS) and statewide wildfire hazard profile
Forestry and Fire
information. Used in the risk assessment for wildland fire.
Management
AZ Drought Monitoring
Source for statewide drought information including monthly drought monitor reports.
Technical Committee
AZ Wildland Urban
Source of wildfire hazard profile data and urban interface at-risk communities. Used
Interface Assessment (2004) in the risk assessment.
Bureau Net (2017)
Source for NFIP statistics for Arizona.
Census Bureau
Source for 2010 and 2015 Census demographics
Guidance (How-To series) for floodplain and flooding related NFIP data (mapping,
Federal Emergency
repetitive loss, NFIP statistics), and historic hazard incidents. Used in the risk
Management Agency
assessment and mitigation strategy.
HAZUS-MH
Based data sets within the program were used in the vulnerability analysis.
National Climatic Data
Online resource for weather related data and historic hazard event data. Used in the
Center
risk assessment.
Source for hazard information, data sets, and historic event records. Used in the risk
National Weather Service
assessment.
National Wildfire
Source for historic wildfire hazard information. Used in the risk assessment.
Coordination Group
Pima County Hazard
FEMA approved hazard mitigation plan that is the subject of the plan update process.
Mitigation Plan (2012)
Reference for weather characteristics for the county. Used for community
Arizona State Climatologist
descriptions and risk assessment.
National Fire Protection
Association NFPA 1600:
Standard on Disaster/
Used to establish the classification and definitions for the asset inventory. Used in the
Emergency Management
risk assessment.
and Business Continuity
Programs (2016)
State of Arizona Hazard
The state plan was used a source of hazard information and the state identified
Mitigation Plan (2013)
hazards were used as a starting point in the development of the risk assessment.
USACE Flood Damage
Source of historic flood damages for 1978 flood. Used in the risk assessment.
Report (1978)
SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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and used in the Plan. Detailed bibliographic references for the risk assessment are provided in each hazard risk profile
in Section 4 as footnotes.
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Table 3-4: Resource documents reviewed and incorporated in this plan
Resource
Description of Reference and Its Use
USACE Flood Damage
Source of historic flood damages for 1993 flood. Used in the risk assessment.
Report (1994)
US Forest Service
Source for local wildfire data. Used in the risk assessment.
US Geological Survey
Source for geological hazard data and incident data. Used in the risk assessment.
Western Regional Climate
Online resource for climate data used in climate discussion
Center

SECTION III: PLANNING PROCESS
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SECTION 4: RISK ASSESSMENT
4.1

Section Changes

One of the key elements to the hazard mitigation planning process is the risk assessment. In performing a risk
assessment, a community determines “what” can occur, “when” (how often) it is likely to occur, and “how bad” the
effects are, are generally categorized into the following measures:
Hazard Identification and Screening
Hazard Profiling
Assessing Vulnerability to Hazards
The risk assessment for Pima County and participating jurisdictions was performed using a countywide, multijurisdictional perspective, with much of the information gathering and development being accomplished by the
Planning Team. This integrated approach was employed because many hazard events are likely to affect numerous
jurisdictions within the County and are not often relegated to a single jurisdictional boundary. The vulnerability
analysis was performed in a way such that the results reflect vulnerability at an individual jurisdictional level and at a
countywide level. For the majority of the hazards, quantitative vulnerability was removed and a qualitative
vulnerability created by each of the jurisdictions for the hazards that they identified as priorities in their area.

4.2

Hazard Identification

Hazard identification is the process of answering the question; “What hazards can and do occur in my community or
jurisdiction?” For this Plan, the list of hazards identified in the 2012 Plan were reviewed by the Planning Team with
the goal of refining the list to reflect the hazards that pose the greatest risk to the jurisdictions represented by this Plan.
Table 4-1: Comparison of Plan Hazards
2012 Hazards for Plan
2007 Hazards for Plan















Dam Failure
Disease
Drought
Extreme Heat
Flood
Hail
HAZMAT
Lightning
Subsidence
Thunderstorm
Tornado
Tropical Cyclone
Wildfire
Winter Storm













Disease
Drought
Earthquake
Extreme Heat
Flood
HAZMAT
Levee Failure
Severe Wind
Subsidence
Wildfire
Winter Storms

2017 Hazards for
Plan
 Drought
 Earthquake
 Extreme Cold
 Extreme Heat
 Flood
 Landslide
 Severe Wind
 Wildfire

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

For the 2017 revision, the Planning Team spent considerable time discussing hazards and the distinction between
human-caused and natural hazards. Because of these discussions and upon consideration of the hazards in the sphere
of mitigation of natural hazards, several significant changes have been made to the Hazard Risk Profiles. Table 4-1
compares the hazards of previous plans to those chosen by the current Planning Team for 2017. In general, humancaused hazards have been removed from the 2017 plan.

The review included an initial screening process to evaluate each of the listed hazards based on the following
considerations:
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Experiential knowledge on behalf of the Planning Team with regard to the relative risk associated with
the hazard;
Documented historic context for damages and losses associated with past events (especially events that
have occurred during the last plan cycle);
The ability/desire of Planning Team to develop effective mitigation for the hazard under current DMA
2000 criteria;
Compatibility with the state hazard mitigation plan hazards; and
Duplication of effects attributed to each hazard.

Each jurisdiction evaluated and rated the hazards using the Calculated Priority Risk Index (CPRI) and met to discuss
results amongst the jurisdictions after they had chosen hazards for their jurisdiction to address. Because of planning
discussions, four hazards were deleted and one hazard was added as seen in Table 4-1. Additionally, Winter Storm
was updated and revised to Extreme Cold. Below is a summary of those decisions for adding or removing a particular
hazard by the main Planning Team:


Disease was removed as a hazard in 2017 because the mitigation actions chosen during the last planning
cycle were all planning or response actions. A lengthy discussion on whether or not disease is natural or
human-caused also factored in the decision. Ultimately, since the Pima County Health Department has plans
for disease outbreaks that include prevention and mitigation actions, it would be duplicative effort to keep
Disease in this Plan.



Hazards Materials were removed because it is normally a human-caused disaster and there are other plans,
procedures and guidelines for hazardous materials in Pima County. The Pima County Local Emergency
Planning Committee handles mitigation, prevention, preparedness, response and recovery with participants
from local government agencies, business and academia.



Levee failure was removed because none of the jurisdictions chose it as a priority hazard and most of the
actions were taken due to following established rules and regulations. To describe flood issues in Pima
County accurately, the Levee hazard was removed and pertinent information moved to the Flood hazard.



Subsidence was removed because none of the Planning Team representatives felt that this was something
that could be mitigated separately from the Drought hazard. In addition, the Arizona Department of Water
Resources has found that land subsidence rates within the Phoenix and Tucson areas have decreased between
25% and 90% compared to the 1990s1. This reduction is credited to increased management including reduced
groundwater pumping, increased recharge.



Landslide was added as a hazard after discussions with the Arizona Geological Survey and the Pima County
Department of Transportation in one of the first planning meetings. Unincorporated Pima County felt that
landslides are a hazard that can be addressed locally through mitigation actions.



Winter Storm was revised to become Extreme Cold. There were several discussions at planning meetings
about the confusion between Winter Storm, Extreme Cold, Severe Wind and Flooding. Initially it was
decided that Winter Storm would stay in, but only the City of Tucson rated it as a hazard worth addressing.
Upon looking at their mitigation action, it was clear it was an action for Extreme Cold. The decision was
made that jurisdictions could run the CPRI for Extreme Cold and decide if they would like to address it as a
priority hazard.

Individual jurisdictions also prioritized hazards and removed some from their chosen focus. They did this at the Local
Planning Team level or individually by consulting with knowledgeable individuals in their jurisdictions. Below is a
summary of changes for the 2017 Plan:

1

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)



2017

AZ Department of Water Resources, Land Subsidence Report #3, 2017:
http://www.azwater.gov/AzDWR/Hydrology/Geophysics/documents/ADWRLandSubsidenceMonitoringReport_Number3_Fin
al.pdf
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When reviewing their hazards, the Town of Oro Valley has identified that current resource allocation for
winter storm hazards are focused primarily on preparedness or response type activities that are part of routine
and annual operations.



The Pascua Yaqui Tribe removed Drought as a hazard for being no longer necessary as their Tribal Land
Department and the Bureau of Indian Affairs resources determined that they do not have sustainable water
resources and at this time, resources can be focused on a more addressable hazard. They also removed
Earthquake as they felt it was covered by the Arizona Geological Survey and Pima County as a whole. They
removed Severe Wind as building codes are enforced by their Tribal Buildings Inspections group and as a
result improved construction techniques that have reduced their vulnerability to the hazard.



Sahuarita removed Wildfire as it did not rank high on the hazard and risk analysis and they are a part of the
Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan (PCCWPP). They felt that latter was sufficient for
addressing the hazard in their community.

The table below summarizes federal and state disaster declarations that included Pima County. If a hazard is not
listed, that means there were no events reported for that hazard.
Table 4-2: Pima County Declared Disaster Costs (1991 – 2016)
INCIDENT
TYPE

DECLARATION DATE
STATE

FEDERAL

STATE
DECLARATION

STATE

FEDERAL

TERMINATED

EXPENDITURES

EXPENDITURES

Flooding

DISASTER AREA
Statewide Flood
All Counties except La Paz, Mohave

08-Jan-93

15-Nov-02

Flooding

Pima County Flash Flood Emergency
Pima County

16-Aug-99

23-Feb-00

17-Aug-01

19-Feb-02

$

14,237.94

09-Jun-11

$

675,568.52

$

30,072,157.03

$

-

Severe
Wind,
Flooding

Gila Bend/Ajo Storm Emergency
Maricopa & Pima County

Wildfire

Aspen Fire
Pima & Pinal County

19-Jun-03

Mediterranean Fruit Fly Emergency
La Paz, Pima, Santa Cruz & Yuma

23-Sep-04

16-Sep-05

$

197,421.08

Border Security Emergency
Cochise, Pima, Santa Cruz & Yuma

15-Aug-05

19-May-09

$

1,492,758.44

Flash Flood Emergency
Pima County

16-Sep-05

07-Feb-08

$

256,948.47

Glassy-Winged Sharpshooter Inf.
Cochise, Yuma, Pima, Pinal,
Maricopa & Santa Cruz

23-Jun-06

19-May-09

$

567,257.48

Flooding

Severe
Wind,
Flooding
Flooding
Winter
Storm

Monsoons & Flooding
Pinal, Pima, Gila, Graham, Greenlee,
Navajo
January 2008 Severe Precipitation
Emergency - Pima County

08-Aug-06

14-Jul-03

Est.
$
2,409,278.00

07-Sep-06

19-Feb-08

28-Jan-11

$ 104,069,362.11

$

$

5,363,459.27

$ 12,141,752.40

231,798.65

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

2017

January 2010 Severe Winter Storm
Est.
Apache, Coconino, Gila, Greenlee La
Paz, Maricopa, Mohave, Navajo,
Pima, Pinal, Yavapai, City of Yuma

21-Jan-10

18-Mar-10

$
Totals

$

Est.

4,497,895.00
40,415,320.61

$ 14,210,904.00
$ 135,785,477.78

Source: AZDEMA Emergency Declarations 1966 to Present, 2017 https://dema.az.gov/emergency-management/operationscoordination/recoverybranch/infrastructure
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Vulnerability Analysis Methodology

Calculated Priority Risk Index (CPRI) Evaluation
The first step in the vulnerability analysis (VA) is to assess the perceived overall risk for each of the plan hazards
using the Calculated Priority Risk Index (CPRI). The CPRI value is obtained by assigning varying degrees of risk to
four categories for each hazard, and then calculating an index value based on a weighting scheme. Table 4-3
summarizes the CPRI risk categories and provides guidance regarding the assignment of values and weighting factors
for each category. Table 4-4 summarizes the CPRI results for each jurisdiction and unincorporated Pima County.
Jurisdictions each worked under their Lead Planner to complete their own CPRI scores and then the Planning Team
met to review all scored hazards for consistency. In addition to Table 4-4, each hazard section has a CPRI table where
the jurisdictions in bold have chosen that hazard for the 2017 Plan.

Table 4-3: Calculated Priority Risk Index Categories and Risk Levels

CPRI
Category

Degree of Risk
Level ID
Unlikely

Description




Possibly

Probability





Likely





Highly Likely





Negligible








Limited

Magnitude/
Severity








Critical
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Extremely rare with no documented history of
occurrences or events.
Annual probability of less than 0.001.
Rare occurrences with at least one documented or
anecdotal historic event.
Annual probability that is between 0.01 and 0.001.
Occasional occurrences with at least two or more
documented historic events.
Annual probability that is between 0.1 and 0.01.
Frequent events with a well-documented history of
occurrence.
Annual probability that is greater than 0.1.
Negligible property damages (less than 5% of critical
and non-critical facilities and infrastructure).
Injuries or illnesses are treatable with first aid and there
are no deaths.
Negligible quality of life lost.
Shut down of critical facilities for less than 24 hours.
Slight property damages (greater than 5% and less than
25% of critical and non-critical facilities and
infrastructure).
Injuries or illnesses do not result in permanent disability
and there are no deaths.
Moderate quality of life lost.
Shut down of critical facilities for more than 1 day and
less than 1 week.
Moderate property damages (greater than 25% and less
than 50% of critical and non-critical facilities and
infrastructure).

Assigned
Weightin
g Factor

Index
Value
1

2
45%
3

4

1

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

General
The following sections summarize the methodologies used to perform the vulnerability analysis portion of the risk
assessment. For the 2017 plan revision, the entire vulnerability analysis was either revised or updated to reflect new
hazard categories, the availability of new data, or differing loss estimation methodology. Individual jurisdictions
discuss their vulnerably to chosen hazards in the appropriate section.

30%
2

3
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Table 4-3: Calculated Priority Risk Index Categories and Risk Levels
Injuries or illnesses result in permanent disability and at
least one death.

Shut down of critical facilities for more than 1 week
and less than 1 month.

Severe property damages (greater than 50% of critical
and non-critical facilities and infrastructure).

Injuries or illnesses result in permanent disability and
multiple deaths.

Shut down of critical facilities for more than 1 month.
Self-explanatory.
Self-explanatory.
Self-explanatory.

4
3
2

Self-explanatory.

1

Self-explanatory.

1

Self-explanatory.

2

Self-explanatory.

3

Self-explanatory.

4



Warning
Time

Duration

Less than 6 hours
6 to 12 hours
12 to 24 hours
More than 24
hours
Less than 6 hours
Less than 24
hours
Less than one
week
More than one
week

4

15%

10%

Extreme Heat

Flood

Landslide

Severe Wind

Wildfire

x

Extreme Cold

Unincorporated Pima County

Earthquake

Jurisdiction

Drought

Table 4-4: Hazards To Be Mitigated By Each Jurisdiction 2017

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

x

Marana
Oro Valley

x

Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita

x

No data provided

South Tucson
Tucson

x

x

x

x

x

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Catastrophic

x

Asset Inventory
A detailed asset inventory was performed for the 2012 Plan to establish an accurate baseline data set for assessing the
vulnerability of each jurisdiction’s assets to the hazards previously identified. The Planning Team did not feel it was
value added to update the inventory from the 2012 version, as the resource of a full time intern or a consultant to work
on the data was no longer available. Pima County OEM obtained the critical infrastructure dataset from the Department
SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT
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Loss Estimations
The hazards profiled in this Plan revision may not include quantitative exposure and loss estimates. The vulnerability
of people and assets associated with some hazards are nearly impossible to evaluate given the uncertainty associated
with where these hazards will occur as well as the relatively limited focus and extent of damage. Instead, a qualitative
review of vulnerability will be discussed to provide insight to the nature of losses that are associated with the hazard.
For subsequent updates of this Plan, the data needed to evaluate these unpredictable hazards may become refined such
that comprehensive vulnerability statements and thorough loss estimates can be made. Loss estimations for Flood to
meet National Flood Insurance Program requirements are updated in the 2017 revision.
Development Trend Analysis
The updated analysis will focus on the potential risk associated with projected growth patterns and their intersection
with the Plan identified hazards.
Specifically for the Pascua Yaqui Tribe, a new subdivision of 30 homes is in development. As this is a HUD project,
the new homes will have safe zones around them for the wildfire urban interface. They are also working with their
Land and Development, Facilities Management, and Housing Department to make sure the development has
adequate drainage and infrastructure to reduce flood hazards. The Housing Department has increased the standard
for windows and insulation and other construction materials to reduce the exposure to extreme temperatures with
energy efficient design and construction.
Cultural and sacred sites are of high priority to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe and special attention is needed when
considering hazard mitigation of these areas. Because of their cultural importance, these sites require special
attention and protection. Normally, the Tribe does not share the location of these sites and areas. For this reason,
these sites and areas will not be included in this Plan. The Pascua Yaqui Tribe will ensure within its internal
planning efforts that these sites and areas are included in their mitigation activities. Cultural and Sacred sites are
protected but are available for tribal use. Information on sites can be requested through the Land Department
which is located at 7474 S. Camino Del Oeste. The Land Office Director can be reached at 520‐879‐5288. A
separate appendix will be provided as an appendix to this plan for tribal use upon adoption with approximate
areas but not exact locations of cultural and sacred sites.

4.4

Hazard Risk Profiles

The following sections summarize the risk profiles for each of the Plan hazards identified in Section 4.1. For each
hazard, the following elements are addressed to present the overall risk profile:





Description
History
Probability and Magnitude
Vulnerability
o CPRI Results
o Loss Estimations
o Development Trends

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

of Homeland Security, but was unable to use the data in HAZUS. The Pima County Geographical Information System
team member was unable to integrate the data in a meaningful way. The only hazard that contains this information is
the Flood Hazard Section 4.4.5 and a detailed explanation of the data is there.

Much of the 2017 Plan data has been updated, incorporated and revised to reflect current conditions and Planning
Team changes. Discussions for each hazard are limited to state and county impacts; however, jurisdictions may discuss
historical events in their vulnerability statements.
The Environmental Risk and Vulnerability tables were an Emergency Management Accreditation Program (EMAP)
requirement, so it has been removed from each section since they are not perceived as particularly beneficial to the
Plan as well as the County not seeking EMAP accreditation at this time.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT
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Drought

Description
Drought is a deficiency in precipitation over an extended period, usually a season or more, resulting in a water shortage
causing adverse impacts on vegetation, animals, and people. It is a normal, recurrent feature of climate that occurs in
virtually all climate zones, from very wet to very dry. Drought is a temporary aberration from normal climatic
conditions, thus it can vary significantly from one region to another. Drought is different from aridity, which is a
permanent feature of climate in regions where low precipitation is the norm, as in a desert.1



Meteorological drought is usually defined based on the degree of dryness, as compared to some “normal”
or average, and the duration of the dry period.



Hydrological drought usually occurs following periods of extended precipitation shortfalls that affect
water supplies such as stream flows, reservoir and lake levels or groundwater.



Agricultural drought links various characteristics of meteorological drought to agricultural impacts,
focusing on precipitation shortages, sol water deficits, reduced ground water or reservoir levels needed
for irrigation, and so forth.

The effects of drought increase with duration as more moisture-related activities are impacted. Non-irrigated croplands
are most susceptible to precipitation shortages. Rangeland and irrigated agricultural crops many not respond to
moisture shortage as rapidly, but yields during periods of drought can be substantially affected. During periods of
severe drought, lower moisture in plant and forest fuels create an increased potential for devastating wildfires. In
addition, lakes, reservoirs, and rivers can be subject to water shortages that affect recreational opportunities, irrigated
crops, and availability of water supplies for activities such as fire suppression and human consumption, and natural
habitats of animals. Socioeconomic effects include higher unemployment and lower land values. Insect infestation
can also be particularly damaging impact from severe drought conditions.
History
Arizona has been in a state of long-term drought for approximately 21 years according to the Arizona Department of
Water Resources 2015 Arizona Drought Preparedness Annual Report2. Figure 4-1 depicts the most recent precipitation
data from NCDC regarding average statewide precipitation variances from normal.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Drought is a complex natural hazard on which human factors, such as water demand and water management, can
exacerbate the impact. The following are three commonly used definitions1:

1

National Weather Service. (2008, May). Drought Public Fact Sheet. Retrieved 2016, from
http://www.nws.noaa.gov/os/brochures/climate/DroughtPublic2.pdf
2
ADWR's 2015 Arizona Drought Preparedness Annual Report,
http://www.azwater.gov/AzDWR/StatewidePlanning/Drought/documents/2015ADPReport.pdf
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Figure 4-1: Tucson average precipitation variances based on 1990-2015 trend
Probability and Magnitude
There is no commonly accepted return period or non-exceedance probability for defining the risk from drought (such
as the 100-year or 1% annual chance of flood). The magnitude of drought is usually measured in time and the severity
of the hydrologic deficit. There are several resources available to evaluate drought status and even project expected
conditions for the very near future.
The National Integrated Drought Information System (NIDIS) Act of 2006 (Public Law 109-430) prescribes an
interagency approach for drought monitoring, forecasting, and early warning1. The NIDIS maintains the U.S. Drought
Portal2, which is a centralized, web-based access point to several drought related resources including the U.S. Drought
Monitor (USDM) and the U.S. Seasonal Drought Outlook (USSDO). The USDM, shown in Figure 4-2, is a weekly
map depicting the status of drought and is developed and maintained by the National Drought Mitigation Center. The
USSDO, shown in Figure 4-3, is a six-month projection of potential drought conditions developed by the National
Weather Service’s Climate Prediction Center. The primary indicators for these maps for the Western U.S. are the
Palmer Hydrologic Drought Index and the 60-month Palmer Z-index. The Palmer Drought Severity Index (PSDI) is
a commonly used index that measures the severity of drought for agriculture and water resource management. It is
calculated from observed temperature and precipitation values and estimates soil moisture. However, the Palmer Index
is not considered consistent enough to characterize the risk of drought on a nationwide basis3 and neither of the Palmer
indices are well suited to the dry, mountainous western United States.
Due to climate variability, there is a likelihood of continuously higher temperatures and below normal precipitation,
all aiding in drought conditions. The local vulnerability depends on duration, intensity, geographic extent, and regional
water supply demands by humans and vegetation.

1

National Integrated Drought Information System, 2007, National Integrated Drought Information System Implementation Plan, NOAA.

2

NIDIS U.S. Drought Portal website is located at: https://www.drought.gov/drought/home
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Federal Emergency Management Agency, 1997, Multi-Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment – A Cornerstone of the National Mitigation
Strategy.
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Source: United States Drought Monitor, 2017: http://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/

Figure 4-2: U.S. Drought Monitor for May 2017

Source: Source NOAA, 2017: http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/expert_assessment/seasonal_drought.pdf

Figure 4-3: U.S. Seasonal Drought Outlook, April to July 2017
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The current drought maps are in general agreement that Pima County is currently experiencing an abnormally dry to
extreme drought condition for the short term and in a moderate drought condition for the long term. The consensus of
the Monitoring Technical Committee is that several years of above normal precipitation would be needed before the
drought status is removed1. Figure 4-2 indicates that the drought conditions are projected to persist or intensify for
Pima County over the next few months.
Vulnerability

Table 4-5: CPRI Results for Drought for 2017
Participating Jurisdiction
Marana
Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

Probability
Likely
Highly likely
Likely
Highly likely
Highly likely
Highly likely

Magnitude/
Severity
Catastrophic
Critical
Limited
Critical
Negligible
Limited

Warning
Time
Duration
12-24 hours
<24 hours
>24 hours
>1 week
>24 hours
>1 week
>24 hours
>1 week
>24 hours
>1 week
>24 hours
> 1week
County-wide average CPRI =

CPRI
Score
2.50
3.25
2.50
3.25
2.65
2.95
2.85

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

The Town of Oro Valley is vulnerable to drought. As a result, the Oro Valley Water Utility continuously plans for
current or projected drought conditions through water supply, drought, water conservation plans, and public outreach
activities. The Water Utility collaborates with other local municipalities on regional drought preparedness and
planning. The Oro Valley Water Utility Drought Preparedness Plan monitors climate and environmental indicators or
triggers to gauge conditions that would affect natural recharge2. Fluctuations of these triggers above and below
specified limits will identify the state or severity of current drought conditions and the corresponding actions that will
be required of water users to help mitigate the effects upon potable water resources. Any two of these triggers will
indicate the stage of the drought and the actions to be taken by the Utility and its customers. Additionally, the Water
Utility has a water conservation ordinance in place relating to reduced water production capabilities and water
outages.3

1

AZ Department of Water Resources, 2007
http://www.azwater.gov/azdwr/StatewidePlanning/Drought/documents/THafferICG102507.pdf

2

Oro Valley Drought Preparedness Plan

3

Oro Valley Town Code Article 15-18
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In 2003, Governor Janet Napolitano created the Arizona Drought Task Force (ADTF), led by ADWR, which
developed a statewide drought plan. The plan includes criteria for determining both short and long-term drought status
for each of the 15 major watersheds in the state using assessments that are based on precipitation and stream flow.
The plan also provides the framework for an interagency group which reports to the governor on drought status, in
addition to local drought impact groups in each county and the State Drought Monitoring Technical Committee. Twice
a year this interagency group reports to the governor on the drought status and the potential need for drought
declarations. The counties use the monthly drought status reports to implement drought actions within their drought
plans. The State Drought Monitoring Technical Committee defers to the USDM for the short-term drought status and
uses a combination of the Standardized Precipitation Index (SPI), evaporation and streamflow for the long-term
drought status. Figures 4-4 and 4-5, present the most current short and long-term maps available for Arizona as of the
writing of this plan.
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At this time, the Town of Sahuarita does not own or operate a water company. Within the Town of Sahuarita limits,
there currently are six independent privately owned water companies and smaller areas served by on-site wells. The
list of providers includes:
Community Water of Green Valley
Farmers Water
Las Quintas Serenas Water
Quail Creek Water
Sahuarita Village Water
Sahuarita Water

Recognizing that all water companies are vulnerable to drought, the water companies have worked with each other
and the Town to develop an area wide drought plan. The drought plan takes into account Arizona Department of Water
Resources goal of safe-yield. Including obtaining an assured water supply certificate for many of the master plan
communities.
The Tucson Water Department utilized the area’s ground water resources to supply water to its customers (citizens
and businesses) within the City via a large system of wells for decades. Over a decade of drought, leading to lack of
replenishment of the ground water table, has stressed the water supply and lead to measurable subsidence (drop in
elevation) in areas of the City as ground water tables are drained.
While the Tucson Water Department has begun to use its allotment of Colorado River Water to replenish water tables,
and while they continue to undertake many water conservation programs for residents and business owners, continued
periods of drought place stress on the water system leading to increased vulnerability for water shortages in the future.
Unincorporated Pima County is vulnerable to drought for the same reasons as the other jurisdictions. Pima County
has a Drought Response Plan that is based on “the varying conditions related to water resource supply and distribution
system capabilities.”1 Actions within the plan will provide for maximum beneficial use of water resources for the
interest of the public health, safety and welfare. The plan is broken up into different stages based on the severity of
the drought stage.

1

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)








Pima County Drought Management, 2016: https://webcms.pima.gov/government/drought_management/
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Source: Unites States Drought Monitor, 2017: http://droughtmonitor.unl.edu/data/pngs/current/current_az_trd.png

Figure 4-4: Arizona Short Term Drought Status for May 2017
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Source: Arizona Department of Water Resources, 2017: http://www.azwater.gov/azdwr/StatewidePlanning/Drought/DroughtStatus2.htm

Figure 4-5: Arizona Long Term Drought Status for April 2017
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Loss Estimations
No standardized methodology exists for estimating losses due to drought and drought does not generally have a direct
impact on critical and non-critical facilities and building stock, except perhaps water supply systems. A direct
correlation to loss of human life due to drought is improbable for Pima County. Instead, drought vulnerability is
primarily measured by its potential impact to certain sectors of the County economy and natural resources including:
Crop and livestock agriculture
Municipal and industrial water supply
Recreation/tourism
Wildlife and wildlife habitat

Sustained drought conditions will also have secondary impacts to other hazards such as fissures, flooding, subsidence
and wildfire. Extended drought may weaken and dry the grasses, shrubs, and trees of wildfire areas, making them
more susceptible to ignition. Drought also tends to reduce the vegetative cover in watersheds, and hence decrease the
interception of rainfall and increase the flooding hazard. Subsidence and fissure conditions are aggravated when lean
surface water supplies force the pumping of more groundwater to supply the demand without the benefit of recharge
from normal rainfall.
According to the 2015 annual report of the Pima County Local Drought Impact Group, the following drought impacts
were noted:




Decrease in ephemeral stream flows
At Cienega Creek, groundwater levels in three wells have dropped since the drought began. Stream reaches
are also shorter and the surface water volume is lower.
Despite the warm, wetter summer weather patterns in eastern Pima County, water utilities continue to see a
change in the peak high demand day. Usually occurring in mid- to late-June, the peak high water use day
occurred in August and the peak was lower than in previous years.

From 1995 to 2014, Pima County farmers and ranchers received $5.7 million in disaster related assistance funding
from the U.S Department of Agriculture (USDA) for crop and livestock damages. Over $2.25 million of those funds
were received in 2014, following three consecutive dry winters and a severe period of the current drought cycle for
Pima County.
Other direct costs such as increased pumping costs due to lowering of groundwater levels and costs to expand water
infrastructure to compensate for reduced yields or to develop alternative water sources, are a significant factor but
very difficult to estimate due to a lack of documentation. There are also the intangible costs associated with lost
tourism revenues, and impacts to wildlife habitat and animals. Typically, these impacts are translated into the general
economy in the form of higher food and agricultural goods prices and increased utility costs.

Development Trends
With anticipated population growth, Pima County’s water providers will require additional water resources to meet
the demands of a projected population of 1.45 million by 2041. Significant growth in the ranching and farming
sectors is unlikely given the current constraints on water rights, grazing rights, and available rangeland.
The Pima County Local Drought Impact Group (LDIG), which is comprised of water providers and local, state, and
federal agencies and serves as the local component of the Arizona Drought Preparedness Plan, is tasked with
identifying local drought conditions and impacts, assessing severity and scope of impacts, ascertaining response and
mitigation options and recommending drought staging to County Administration. LDIG submits annual drought
reports to the state’s Drought Monitoring Technical Committee. Pima County has also developed a Drought
Response Plan and Water Wasting Ordinance that is administered and enforced through the Pima County Health
Department for unincorporated areas of the county.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)






Drought planning should be a critical component of any domestic water system expansions or land development
planning. Arizona Department of Water Resources ensures local water providers reduce their vulnerability to
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The following are the major water providers that operate within Pima County and have developed System Water
Plans with specific recommendations and requirements during times of drought:
 Tucson Water
 Marana
 Metro Water
 Flowing Wells Irrigation District
 Oro Valley
 Community Water Company of Green Valley

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT
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drought and prepare response plans in the event of a water shortage through the development of System Water Plans
that are comprised of three components:
 Water Supply Plan – describes the service area, transmission facilities, monthly system production data,
historic demand for the past five years, and projected demands for the next five, 10 and 20 years.
 Drought Preparedness Plan – includes drought and emergency response strategies, a plan of action to respond
to water shortage conditions, and provisions to educate and inform the public.
 Water Conservation Plan – addresses measures to control lost and unaccounted for water, considers water
rate structures that encourage efficient use of water, and plans for public information and education programs
on water conservation.
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Description
An earthquake is a sudden motion or trembling caused by an abrupt release of accumulated strain along faults that can
be found near or far from the Earth’s tectonic plates. These rigid tectonic plates move slowly and continuously over
the Earth’s interior, where they move away, past or under each other at rates varying from less than a fraction of an
inch up to five inches per year. While this sounds small, at a rate of two inches per year, a distance of 30 miles would
be covered in approximately one million years1. The tectonic plates continually bump, slide, catch, and hold as they
move past each other which causes stress that accumulates along faults. When this stress exceeds the strength of the
rocks, an earthquake occurs, immediately causing sudden ground motion and shaking. Secondary hazards may also
occur, such as surface fault ruptures, ground failure, landslides, liquefaction, and tsunamis. While the majority of
earthquakes occur near the edges of the tectonic plates, many damaging earthquakes also occur in the interior of plates.
Ground motion is the vibration or shaking of the ground during an earthquake caused by the radiation of seismic
waves. The severity of vibration generally increases with the amount of energy released and decreases with distance
from the causative fault or epicenter of the earthquake. Additional factors, such as soft soils or the presence of
topographic ridges can further amplify ground motions. Ground motion causes waves in the earth’s interior, also
known as seismic waves, and along the earth’s surface, known as surface waves. Seismic waves include P (primary)
waves and S (secondary) waves. P waves are longitudinal or compressional waves similar in character to sound waves
that cause back-and-forth oscillation along the direction of travel (vertical motion), with particle motion in the same
direction as wave travel. They move through the earth at approximately 15,000 mph. S (secondary) waves, also known
as shear waves, are slower than P waves and cause structures to vibrate from side-to-side (horizontal motion) due to
particle motion at right-angles to the direction of wave travel. Unreinforced buildings are more easily damaged by S
waves. Surface waves include Raleigh waves and Love waves. These waves travel more slowly and typically are
significantly less damaging than seismic waves.
Seismic activity is commonly described in terms of magnitude and intensity. Magnitude (M) describes the total energy
released and intensity (I) subjectively describes the effects at a particular location. Although an earthquake has only
one magnitude, its intensity varies by location. Magnitude is the measure of the amplitude of the seismic wave and is
expressed by a logarithmic scale that represents the amount of energy released from the movement of the fault. An
increase in the Magnitude scale by one whole number represents a tenfold increase in measured amplitude of the
earthquake. The Modified Mercalli Intensity (MMI) scale is a measure of how strong the shock is felt and the type of
damage that it caused by the tremor at a particular location.
Another way of expressing an earthquake’s severity is to compare its acceleration to the normal acceleration due to
gravity. If an object is dropped while standing on the surface of the earth (ignoring wind resistance), it will fall towards
earth and accelerate faster and faster until reaching terminal velocity. The acceleration due to gravity is often called
“g” and is equal to 9.8 meters per second squared (980 cm/sec/sec). This means that every second something falls
towards earth, its velocity increases by 9.8 meters per second, per second. Peak ground acceleration (PGA) measures
the rate of change of motion relative to the rate of acceleration due to gravity. For example, acceleration of the ground
surface of 244 cm/sec/sec equals a PGA of 25.0%. PGA is commonly estimated for an area and applied to building
and infrastructure design. PGA, and similar calculations, are important input factors in determining the amount of
shear stresses a structure can withstand.
One of the secondary hazards from earthquakes is surface faulting, the differential movement of two sides of a fault
at the earth’s surface. Linear structures built across active surface faults, such as railways, highways, pipelines, and
tunnels, are at high risk to damage from earthquakes. Displacement along faults, both in terms of length and width,
varies but can be significant (e.g., up to 20 feet), as can the length of the surface rupture (e.g., up to 200 miles).

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)
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Earthquake-related ground failure, due to liquefaction, is also a secondary hazard. Liquefaction occurs when seismic
waves pass through saturated granular soil, distorting its granular structure, and causing some of the empty spaces
between granules to collapse. Pore-water pressure may also increase sufficiently to cause the soil to behave like a fluid
(rather than a soil) for a brief period, causing deformations. Liquefaction causes lateral spreads (horizontal movement

1

Federal Emergency Management Agency, 1997, Multi-Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment – A Cornerstone of the National Mitigation
Strategy.
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commonly 10-15 feet, but up to 100 feet), flow failures (massive flows of soil, typically hundreds of feet, but up to 12
miles), and loss of bearing strength (soil deformations causing structures to settle or tip).




The earliest recorded earthquake affecting Arizona, and possibly the largest, occurred in 1830. With an
estimated Modified Mercalli Intensity (MMI) of IX recorded at San Pedro, AZ, approximately 25 miles west
of Tucson, the earthquake would have caused massive damage to built structures1.
In 1887, the Sonoran earthquake caused significant destruction in southern Arizona towns, including Tucson,
and was one of the largest earthquakes in North American history. The earthquake was caused by the
reactivation of a basin and range normal fault that is similar to other faults in Arizona2. The epicenter was
located approximately 100 miles south of Douglas, Arizona, along the Pitaycachi fault in Mexico, and caused
great destruction at its epicenter. The earthquake was so large that it was felt from Guaymas, Mexico to
Albuquerque, New Mexico. It is estimated variously to have been an intensity VIII and M7.6 earthquake. In
Arizona, water in tanks spilled over, buildings cracked, chimneys toppled, and railroad cars were set in
motion. An observer at Tombstone, near the Mexican border, reported sounds ``like prolonged artillery fire''3.
With the increase in development, if such an earthquake occurred today it would cause extensive damage in
southeastern Arizona4.

The main faults of concern in Pima County are as follows and shown in Figure 4-6. The three main Quaternary faults
are the Pitaycachi, Santa Rita and the Huachuca faults. There have been not earthquake events of significance since
the 2012 revision.
Probability/Magnitude
Probabilistic ground motion maps are typically used to assess the magnitude and frequency of seismic events. These
maps estimate the probability of exceeding a certain ground motion, expressed as peak ground acceleration (PGA),
over a specified period of years. For example, Figure 4-7 displays the probability of exceeding a certain ground motion,
expressed as PGA, in 50 years in the Western United States. This is a common earthquake measurement that shows
three things including the geographic area affected (colored areas on map below), the probability of an earthquake of
each level of severity (e.g., 2% chance in 50 years), and the severity (PGA) as indicated by color.
Note that Figure 4-7 expresses a 2% probability of exceedance and, therefore, there is a 98% chance that the peak
ground acceleration displayed will not be exceeded during 50 years. The 50-year return period use is based on
statistical significance and does not imply that the structures are thought to have a useful life of only 50 years. Similar
maps exist for other measures of acceleration, probabilities, and time periods.
It is useful to note that according to the USGS, a PGA of approximately 10% gravity (0.10 g) is the approximate
threshold of damage to older (pre-1965) dwellings or dwellings not made resistant to earthquakes. The 0.10 g measure
was chosen because, on average, it corresponds to the MMI VI to VII levels of threshold damage in California within
25 km of an earthquake epicenter.
Figure 4-8 provides a more detailed view of the 2%, 50-year PGA map for Pima County. As demonstrated by this
map, the central portion of Pima County has a PGA that ranges between 0.06g and 0.10g. The eastern third of the
county is within the 0.10g to 0.12g range. The western portion of the county ranges from 0.08g to 0.16g with the
1

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

History
Seismic activity occurs on a regular basis throughout the State of Arizona, although most go undetected. Although
rare, damaging earthquakes affecting Pima County have been recorded in the past as follows:

Arizona Division of Emergency Management, State of Arizona Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan

2

DuBois, S.M., and Smith, A.W., 1980, The 1887 earthquake in San Bernardino Valley, Sonora; historic accounts and intensity patterns in Arizona:
Arizona Bureau of Geology and Mineral Technology Special Paper no. 3, 112 p.

3
Arizona Division of Emergency Management, State of Arizona Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan; Bausch, Douglas B. and David S. Brumbaugh,
May 23, 1994. Seismic Hazards in Arizona –Arizona Ground Shaking Intensity & 100 yr Acceleration Contour Maps,
http://www4.nau.edu/geology/aeic/staterep.txt; D.B. Bausch and D.S. Brumbaugh, 1994, Seismic hazards in Arizona: Flagstaff, AZ Earthquake
Information Center, 49 p., 2 sheets, scale 1:1,000,000.; US Geological Survey (USGS): September 12, 2003, “Earthquake History of Arizona.”
http://wwwneic.cr.usgs.gov/neis/states/arizona/arizona_history.html
4

Jenny, J.P. and S.J. Reynolds, 1989. “Geologic Evolution of Arizona” in Arizona Geological Society Digest, No. 17.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

57

Packet Pg. 161

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

highest PGA values occurring along the Yuma County and Mexico border. Overall, PGA values for Pima County are
low in comparison with other counties within the State, and especially in areas of high population.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

The possible effects of climate variability on earthquake probability should be low since earthquakes are non-climatic
in nature.

Source: Arizona Geological Society, 2017

Figure 4-6 Southeastern Arizona Earthquake Fault Systems
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Source: United States Geological Survey Simplified 2014 hazard Map (PGA, 2% in 50 years), 2016:
https://earthquake.usgs.gov/hazards/hazmaps/conterminous/2014/images/HazardMap2014_lg.jpg

Figure 4-7: USGS Simplified 2014 Earthquake Hazard Map
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Source: United States Geological Survey 2014 Seismic Hazard Map: https://earthquake.usgs.gov/earthquakes/byregion/arizona-haz.php

Figure 4-8: PGA for a 2% Chance in 50 Years’ Recurrence
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The rate of seismicity in Pima County has historically been low, with the area’s most recent quakes originating in San
Luis in 1976 (M 6) and Baja, Mexico in 2010 (M 7.2). The largest impact of an earthquake on the metropolitan area
would be the economic impact from a catastrophic southern California earthquake, which would disrupt approximately
60% of Arizona’s fuel and 90% of Arizona’s food goods. The Tucson metropolitan area could also be significantly
affected by a major quake in the Yuma or Northern Arizona Seismic Belt (NASB). A repeat of the 1887 earthquake
would result in significant damage to Arizona’s population centers, particularly where development is located on
alluvial plains and steep slopes. It should also be noted that although the small earthquakes occurring in Pima County
are of low seismic risk to buildings, the repeated shaking could eventually cause structural damage. In unstable areas,
small earthquakes may also trigger landslides and boulders rolling off mountain slopes1.
Vulnerability
Table 4-6: CPRI Results for Earthquake for 2017
Participating Jurisdiction
Marana
Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

Probability
Possible
Possible
Possible
Possible
Possible
Possible

Magnitude/
Warning
Severity
Time
Duration
Critical
12-24 hours > 1 week
Critical
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
Limited
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
Limited
< 6 hours
> 1 week
Critical
< 6 hours
<6 hours
Limited
< 6 hours
> 1 week
County-wide average CPRI =

CPRI
Score
2.50
2.50
2.20
2.50
2.50
2.50
2.45

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

Only the City of Tucson chose Earthquake as a hazard to mitigate. Other jurisdictions gave it the same rating as 2.50,
but it was not a priority for mitigation for those Local Planning Teams. The rating of 2.50 by several others was purely
coincidental.
While earthquakes are not a regular occurrence in and around the City of Tucson - none have occurred within the last
planning cycle and the last documented earthquake occurring more than a century ago - there is nonetheless a
recognized and documented history of large earthquakes in the vicinity that have caused damage within the City. The
lack of earthquake awareness and preparedness over the last century as Tucson has built up and out, and without
specific building codes to protect buildings from seismic damage; the City is in a vulnerable position. Due to the
dramatic development over the past century, it is understood that an earthquake many years ago may have only tipped
over water towers and startled horses would today be likely to cause widespread damage and injury within the City.
The earthquake risk assessment performed for Pima County did not explore the potential for collateral hazards such
as liquefaction or landslide. However, losses associated with these ground failures would have been negligible given
the level of shaking expected for Pima County (i.e., not enough strong shaking to trigger significant ground failure).
However, Landslide has been added to this Plan as a hazard for unincorporated Pima County.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

In general, the risk of seismic hazard in the urbanized portions of Pima County are relatively low; however, denser
populations, existence of high rise buildings, existence of unreinforced masonry buildings, and the lack of earthquake
awareness among its population elevate the risks associated with seismic activity.

The annualized loss estimates developed represent the average of all eight of the HAZUS modeled return periods
(100-year through 2,500-year events). The largest potential annualized losses to jurisdictions in Pima County include
the City of Tucson and the unincorporated portions of Pima County. Tucson accounts for an estimated $1.6 million in
residential losses and $212,000 in commercial losses equating to over 80% of the total losses countywide. These
estimations have been adjusted to reflect current damage loss.

1

Jenny, J.P. and S.J. Reynolds, 1989. “Geologic Evolution of Arizona” in Arizona Geological Society Digest, No. 17.
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Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Development Trends
The major faults within Pima County are generally located within the mountain ranges where development is limited
due to state and local land ownership. The earthquake risk in the identified growth areas of the Pima County
jurisdictions is at the borderline of the 10% g PGA, which as previously stated, is the approximate threshold of damage
for older (pre-1965) dwellings or dwellings not made resistant to earthquakes. Throughout the County, new
development is typically regulated to comply with current building codes that will provide for more stable seismic
designs of new construction.
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Extreme Cold

This tendency for mild winters has led to infrastructure design that is not resistant to, nor built with the capacity for,
extended cold periods. Additionally, the tendency for mild winters means that the people, residences, pets, as well as
plants and wildlife in the Tucson area are not prepared for cold weather. It is for this reason that temperatures that
would be considered typical in other parts of the country where cold winters are the norm are instead considered
extreme cold in Tucson.
While on average winters in Tucson are mild, it is not unusual to see brief periods where overnight lows drop below
freezing or even reach Hard Freeze warning levels as described by the National Weather Service. While rare in Tucson,
very cold temperatures (colder than 20°F) can also occur during the winter months. The coldest temperatures often
occur after winter storms move past the region, precipitation ends, and skies clear allowing for rapid cooling at night.
Since many water lines and inlets to residences and businesses are above ground and exposed to the elements, and
since the populace of Tucson is not well aware of the need to protect these pipes with proper insulation, these extreme
cold temperatures can result in frozen and burst pipes. This can cause extensive water damage to homes, business, and
government buildings.
Additionally, during extreme cold in Tucson the populace seeks to keep warm by heating their home. However, due
to the typically mild winters, natural gas distribution systems to and within the City of Tucson have not been built to
handle peaks loads during extreme cold events. This has led to instances of large scale heating fuel outages during
spells of extreme cold, putting at risk residents of Tucson, especially those vulnerable populations with access and
functional needs.
Finally, the culture in Tucson is to expect mild winters and therefore the populace is under-informed regarding the
potential for and possible impacts of extreme cold. This has and can lead to damage to homes, crops, and injuries or
deaths to people or their pets.
History
While extreme cold is not the norm in Tucson, events have occurred with some regularity over the last decade. A few
examples follow1:

11



In January of 2007, extreme cold hit Tucson for several days in a row, with the low temperature at the
Tucson International Airport hitting 17°F on January 15. The prolonged extreme cold weather led to
substantial damage in the community due to damaged water pipes.



In February 2011, record cold temperatures dropped into the mid to upper teens across the Tucson area for
several nights in a row, with minimal daytime heating, and high winds which combined resulting in two
fatalities. A woman in her late 30's was found dead in an alley near East Speedway and North Campbell
Ave. A second woman was also found dead near the intersection of East Grant and North Craycroft.
Another person was also found lying out in the cold nearly frozen and was taken to the hospital with nonlife threatening injuries. The cold also lead to numerous burst water pipes. A water pipe at a main Metro
Water location froze, leaving almost 30 residences and businesses without water on the northwest side.
More than 200 customers in Tucson reported frozen or burst water pipes. At least 2000 residents and
businesses were without water at some point for a day. AAA saw a 20% increase in local calls, mostly
about dead car batteries. Davis-Monthan Air Force Base had several buildings damaged by flooding due to
frozen fire sprinkler pipes, which resulted in the buildings being closed for safety reasons. The intersection
of Grant Road and Stone Ave. was also closed due to a burst water main that was causing slick road
conditions. Reid Park Zoo was also closed due to numerous broken water pipes. Due to cold temperatures
along the natural gas route from El Paso to Tucson, Southwest Gas could not meet natural gas demand,

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Description
Tucson’s desert climate is generally prone to mild winters. The average overnight low temperature in the coldest
months, December and January, hovers just above the 39°F mark. During the rest of the cooler parts of the year, in
late fall and early spring, low temperatures tend to hover in the 40-50°F range.

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016, https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/stormevents/
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In January 2013, cold low temperatures persisted across much of southeast Arizona for several nights. Most
of the damage consisted of broken water pipes. Low temperatures in the teens or lower 20s for several
nights caused numerous pipes to burst in the Tucson metropolitan area. The Tucson International Airport
dropped to 15 degrees on the morning of January 15. Most of the frozen pipes exposed to the cold were on
the roofs or sides of homes. In addition, citrus fruits were damaged by the hard freeze, which meant that
local food banks could not glean unpicked fruit to supplement their food donations. Total damage was
estimated at $100,000. Additionally, two house fires were indirectly related to the cold weather. A mobile
home caught fire when the owner attempted to thaw frozen pipes with a propane torch. Another home
caught fire after residents placed a heat lamp and blankets on a patio overnight to keep pets warm. No one
was injured in either fire.

Probability and Magnitude
Despite the generally mild winters in Tucson, over the last decade the National Weather Service averages two
published hard freeze warnings in Tucson each year. One the extreme end of the spectrum during the 2010/2011 winter
season seven hard freeze warnings were published. Thus, the probability of extreme cold weather is actually highly
likely on an annual basis. While any of these hard freeze events have the potential to cause infrastructure damage,
damage to the environment, and, most importantly loss of life, the most extreme cold events noted above impact
Tucson with a high magnitude due to the nature of the typical building techniques, the design of utility infrastructure
in the region, as well as the culture in Tucson where the residents expect mild winters and are mostly unprepared for
extreme cold2.
Vulnerability
Table 4-7: CPRI Results for Extreme Cold 2017
Magnitude/
Participating Jurisdiction
Probability
Severity
Marana
Possibly
Limited
Oro Valley
Possibly
Limited
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita
Possibly
Limited
Highly
Tucson
Likely
Critical
Unincorporated Pima County Likely
Limited

Warning
Time
6-12 hours
< 6 hours

Duration
<24 hours
<1 week

12-24 hours

<1 week

>24 hours
>1 week
12-24 hours
< 1 week
County-wide average CPRI =

CPRI
Score
2.15
2.25
2.10
3.25
2.55
3.27

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

Although extreme cold could affect the entire County, the City of Tucson chose it as a primary hazard to address due
to its costly response costs particular to their jurisdiction.
Loss Estimations
There is no standardized method for estimating losses associated with extreme cold events and none is made for this
Plan. From a historical perspective, both human and infrastructure losses could be expected with any significant
extreme cold event especially regarding loss of human life for those exposed to the cold weather for long periods, and
damage to water supply infrastructure. This is especially true in Pima County non-mountainous areas, such as the City
of Tucson, since extreme cold events are rare and the general population is not likely to be prepared for such an event.

22
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which resulted in about 14,000 Tucson customers being without heat. Pima County and the City of Tucson
collaborated to open a warming shelter for residents without heat. Untold numbers of plants, trees, and
shrubs were also killed by the record cold, including many saguaro cacti.

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016, https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/stormevents/
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Development Trend Analysis
While extreme cold is a yearly threat, it is unlikely to affect future development. Enforcement and implementation of
modern building codes to regulate new developments, in particular the proper installation and protection of water
supply lines, in conjunction with public education on how to respond to hazardous cold conditions is probably the best
way to mitigate against such losses.
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Extreme Heat

Extreme heat is either high temperature above the 95th percentile for the date or the combination of very high
temperatures and exceptionally humid conditions that exceed regionally based indices for perceived risk. According
to the National Weather Service, heat is one of the leading weather-related killers in the United States. Heat is
responsible for hundreds of fatalities and even more heat-related illnesses1. The major human risks associated with
extreme heat are as follows:





Heat Cramps: May occur in people unaccustomed to exercising in the heat and generally ceases to
be a problem after acclimatization.
Heat Syncope: This refers to sudden loss of consciousness and is typically associated with people
exercising who are not acclimated to warm temperatures. Causes little or no harm to the individual.
Heat Exhaustion: While much less serious than heatstroke, heat exhaustion victims may complain
of dizziness, weakness, or fatigue. Body temperatures may be normal to moderately elevated. The
prognosis is usually good with fluid treatment.
Heatstroke: Considered a medical emergency, heatstroke is often fatal. It occurs when the body’s
responses to heat stress are insufficient to prevent a substantial rise in the body’s core temperature.
While no standard diagnosis exists, a medical heatstroke condition is usually diagnosed when the
body’s temperature exceeds 105°F due to environmental temperatures. Rapid cooling is necessary
to prevent death, with an average fatality rate of 15% even with treatment.

Extreme heat affects individuals who work outdoors, as well as the homeless who have no access to shade or cooling,
particularly at night. In Arizona, the average cost for the hospital treatment of a heat related illness in 2008 was $7,500
per person, thus totaling $11,000,000 in treatment costs only2. Hikers and others involved in outdoor recreation
frequently succumb to extreme heat when they run out of water. Extreme heat can stress the elderly and people with
compromised immune systems or other health issues, leading to heart attacks and respiratory distress. Many of the
elderly and those in poverty either have no air conditioning or have insufficient resources to use air conditioning
during a heat wave. In the southwest deserts, air conditioning in the summer is exactly as critical as home heating in
the winter is for those in the northern tier of states. Other vulnerable populations during a heat wave include infants,
young children, and those with functional or access needs.
In addition to the loss of life, extreme heat can affect infrastructure. Power lines are de-rated based on the ambient air
temperature, which provides cooling. High temperatures and calm conditions can lead to overheating of power lines
as well as power transformers, resulting in widespread power outages. Transportation systems also suffer from extreme
heat or cold. Rail lines can buckle in extreme heat as the metal expands. Thermal expansion and contraction causes
pavements to crack, leading to moisture penetration and pavement breakdown. Extreme heat also threatens pavement
markings and signage, shortening their life and requiring more frequent replacement.
History
Extreme temperature events occur in Pima County on a regular basis, but the damaging events typically occur during
the summer months. The following are heat-related statistics:

1

National Weather Service, 2016: http://www.nws.noaa.gov/os/heat/index.shtml

2

Arizona Department of Health Services, 2010: http://azdhs.gov/documents/director/public-information-office/newsreleases/2010/100519%20Heat%20death%20report%20(2).pdf
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Description
Extreme temperatures can occur within any area and can often have adverse impacts on the health and welfare of a
community or region. These extreme temperatures can affect people, pets, plants and infrastructure throughout the
area. Extreme heat is considered a risk to Pima County residents.
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According to the Arizona Department of Health Services, a total of 737 heat-related deaths have occurred
in Pima County over the period of 2001-2013. The highest total was 116 in 2005 when an extended heat
wave occurred in central Arizona3.



Deaths of illegal immigrants in the desert areas along the Arizona-Mexico border are also attributed to
extreme heat. In 2001 and 2002, 79% of the 125 heat fatalities among illegal AZ immigrants took place
in Pima County4.



August 14-16, 2015 extreme heat caused 36 heat related illnesses, including 12 in metropolitan Tucson,
12 in western Pima County and 12 on the Tohono O’odham Nation. Temperatures reached 115 between
August 14 and 16 in south central and southwestern Arizona. Record high temperatures were set at
Tucson, Ajo, Organ Pipe National Monument, and Picacho Peak State Park. High electricity demand
caused power outages in the Tucson area5.



In June 2016, National Weather Service issued widespread excessive heat warnings due to “rare,
dangerous, and deadly” temperatures expected6. Temperatures were at record-breaking highs and tied
the mark as the third highest temperature recorded in Tucson at 115 degrees. The heat wave was
responsible for several death across the region4.

Probability and Magnitude
There are no recurrence or non-exceedance probabilities developed for extreme temperature events in Arizona or Pima
County. Table 2.1 Climate Statistics for Stations in Pima County provides example normal and extreme temperature
ranges for various weather stations within the county. In general, extreme temperatures vary from normal by 10 to
over 30°, with highs that exceed 110° and the trend (though not linear) is toward increased number of days with high
temperatures at or above 105oF and 110oF.
One indicator of the degree of danger associated with extreme heat is the Heat Index (HI) or the “Apparent
Temperature.” According the NWS, the HI is an accurate measure of how hot it really feels when the Relative
Humidity (RH) is added to the actual air temperature. Figure 4-9 is a quick reference chart published by the NWS that
shows the HI based on current temperature and relative humidity, and levels of danger for HI values. It should be
noted that the HI values were devised for shady, light wind conditions and that exposure to full sunshine can increase
HI values by up to 15°F. In addition, strong winds, particularly with very hot, dry air, can be extremely hazardous.
Climate variability may have a strong impact on extreme temperatures and extreme heat in particular. The Centers for
Disease Control says that rare extreme heat events that may occur once every 20 years could start occurring every two
to four years in certain parts of the country including Arizona7. Events could become more severe and last longer as
well as being more common.

3

Arizona Department of Health Services, 2015: http://www.azdhs.gov/documents/preparedness/epidemiology-disease-control/extremeweather/pubs/heat-related-deaths-updated-may-2015.pdf

4

Heat Fatalities in Pima County, Arizona, http://climateknowledge.org/heat_waves/Doc7003_Keim_Heat_Pima_Health%26Place_2007.pdf

5

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016

6

National Weather Service, 2016.

7

Centers for Disease Control, Climate Change and Extreme Heat Events, retrieved 2017:
https://www.cdc.gov/climateandhealth/pubs/ClimateChangeandExtremeHeatEvents.pdf
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Source: NWS, 2016 http://www.weather.gov/media/unr/heatindex.pdf

Figure 4-9: National Weather Service Heat Index Chart

Vulnerability

Table 4-8: CPRI Results for Extreme Heat for 2017
Magnitude/
Participating Jurisdiction
Probability
Severity
Marana
Likely
Limited
Oro Valley
Likely
Critical
Highly
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Likely
Limited
Highly
Sahuarita
Likely
Critical
Highly
Tucson
Likely
Critical
Unincorporated Pima
Highly
County
Likely
Critical

Warning
Time
> 24 hours
> 24 hours

Duration
> 1 week
> 1 week

CPRI
Score
2.50
2.80

> 24 hours

< 1 week

2.85

> 24 hours

< 1 week

3.15

> 24 hours

< 1 week

3.15

12-24 hours
< 1 week
County-wide average CPRI =
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3.30
2.96

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

The Town of Oro Valley is vulnerable to extreme heat. Extreme heat events occur on a regular basis, typically in the
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summer months resulting in threats to public health and safety. In recent years, temperatures in the summer months
have been the warmest on record. Fluctuation in temperatures may also lead to higher uses of electricity, gas, or water
that can lead to outages or interruptions in service. Oro Valley has susceptible populations in children and the elderly.
Tourism brings people from areas not familiar to the desert climate that can leave them vulnerable to extreme heat.

Sahuarita, like other neighboring communities, is vulnerable to heat and heat related emergencies. Sahuarita is home
to golf courses and pre-planned communities where outdoor activities are emphasized. Sahuarita has many senior
communities and elder care facilities as well as areas for young families. As the elderly and young are more vulnerable
to heat, the Town chose extreme temperature as one of its hazards.
As a high-desert climate, Tucson is a place of extremes. The City sees very high summer temperatures annually, and
just months later will experience sub-freezing winter temperatures. While this is the norm, over the last decade the
range of extremes has grown with recent summer temperatures breaking multiple records in one month and winter
temperatures dropping to a point that the community, and infrastructure owners, are not prepared for.
During the summertime, extreme heat is generally handled well by the community – however, is widely understood
that this is dependent on the reliable delivery of electric power so that residents and businesses can cool their homes
and buildings. The potential for electrical system failure during the summer due to storms, wildfires, or overuse/stress
on the system are realities that Tucson as a City is beginning to address more thoroughly in our planning processes as
it is recognized that a long-term power outage during an extreme heat wave would leave a large portion of the City
vulnerable.
During the wintertime, on the other hand, extreme cold temperatures are something the City is less accustomed to and
prepared for. Local building practices and codes do not take in to account the protection of water pipes from extremely
cold weather, and local natural gas supply infrastructure was not built to take into account the demand for heating
fuels when temperatures drop well below freezing during periods of record breaking cold. This type of cold weather
has, and can again, lead to wide spread failure to deliver heating fuel and failure of water delivery systems, again
leaving large populations within the City vulnerable.
Unincorporated Pima County residents and visitors are vulnerable to extreme heat like the jurisdictions. Full-time
citizens of Pima County are generally prepared for the hot climate; however, the homeless and visitors can be
overcome due to exposure and lack of awareness. The Pima County Health Department maintains a “Beat the Heat”
campaign and various other departments get involved during heat emergencies. Like others, unincorporated Pima
County is vulnerable to electrical outages that moves the emergency from individuals outdoors to those indoors as
well including the vulnerable elderly and young.
Loss Estimations
Losses due to extreme heat primarily occur in the form of death and illness for people and animals as mentioned at
the beginning of this section. Arizona Department of Health Services tracks data and monitors trends and other factors
to determine if a statistical significance exists. History would indicate that multiple deaths due to extreme heat are
highly likely, especially for illegal immigrants that attempt to cross the Arizona deserts during the summer months.
Homeless, low income, elderly, young and access and functional needs populations are particularly vulnerable to
extreme heat due to the increased exposure to the natural elements and decreased ability to compensate in the form of
cooling apparatus.
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The Pascua Yaqui Tribe’s vulnerability to extreme temperature is mainly heat related. The Tribe operates two casinos
and one golf course that receive numerous heat-related emergency calls annually. As with other jurisdictions, the
elderly and young are also vulnerable to the temperature extremes.
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Development Trends
Growth in Pima County has significantly increased the population and infrastructure exposed to extreme heat. There
is also an increased demand on resources for electric power during the summer months. The primary intersect of
extreme high temperature hazards and future development of the county is in the general increase in population and
commensurate infrastructure development required.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Over the decades as the metropolitan area has dramatically grown in size, the "urban heat island" effect has developed.
This has caused temperatures in the center of metropolitan areas to become much warmer than those in rural areas
have. The concrete and asphalt of urban areas retains the heat of the day, and releases it slowly as compared to the
surrounding desert terrain, which cools much quicker at night. As development continues to occur within Tucson and
its surrounding area, heat conditions will continue to increase.
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Flood



Tropical Storm Remnants: Some of the worst flooding tends to occur when the remnants of a hurricane that
has been downgraded to a tropical storm or tropical depression enter the State. These events occur
infrequently and mostly in the early autumn and usually bring heavy and intense precipitation over large
regions causing severe flooding.



Winter Rains: Winter brings the threat of low intensity; but long duration rains covering large areas that cause
extensive flooding and erosion, particularly when combined with snowmelt.



Summer Monsoons: A third atmospheric condition that brings flooding to Arizona is the annual summer
monsoon. In mid to late summer, the monsoon winds bring humid subtropical air into the State. Solar heating
triggers afternoon and evening thunderstorms that can produce extremely intense, short duration bursts of
rainfall. The thunderstorm rains are mostly translated into runoff and in some instances, the accumulation of
runoff occurs very quickly resulting in a rapidly moving flood wave referred to as a flash flood. Flash floods
tend to be localized and cause significant flooding in local watercourses.

Damaging floods in the County include riverine, sheet, alluvial fan, and local area flooding. Riverine flooding occurs
along established watercourses when the banks full capacity of a watercourse is exceeded by storm runoff or snowmelt
and the overbank areas become inundated. Sheet flooding occurs in regionally low areas with little topographic relief
that generate floodplains over a mile wide, Alluvial fan flooding is generally located on piedmont areas near the base
of the local mountains, such as the Tortolita Fan, that are characterized by multiple, highly unstable flow paths that
can rapidly change during flooding events. Local area flooding is often the result of poorly designed or planned
development wherein natural flow paths are altered, blocked or obliterated, and localized ponding and conveyance
problems result. Erosion is also often associated with damages due to flooding.
Another major flood hazard comes as a secondary impact of wildfires in the form of dramatically increased runoff
from ordinary rainfall events that occur on newly burned watersheds. Denuding of the vegetative canopy and forest
floor vegetation, and development of hydrophobic soils are the primary factors that contribute to the increased runoff.
Canopy and floor level brushes and grasses intercept and store a significant volume of rainfall during a storm event.
They also add to the overall watershed roughness that generally attenuates the ultimate peak discharges. Soils in a
wildfire burn area can be rendered hydrophobic. Hydrophobic soils, in combination with a denuded watershed, will
significantly increase the runoff potential, turning a routine annual rainfall event into a raging flood with drastically
increased potential for soil erosion and mud and debris flows.
History
Flooding is clearly a major hazard in Pima County. Pima County has been part of 13 disaster declarations for flooding,
with none of those declarations occurring in the past five years. There have been numerous other non-declared events
of flooding incidents occurring in the last five years. The following incidents represent examples of major flooding
that has affected the County:


During August and September of 1983, nearly seven inches of rain fell, saturating the soil around the Tucson
metropolitan area. These conditions were exacerbated when a surge of moisture from Tropical Storm Octave,
which was located off the central Baja California coast, moved northeast across the area. The result over a
four-day period were torrential rains ranging from five to nine inches, causing flooding in Tucson and
southeast Arizona. Bridges in the area, including all spanning the Santa Cruz River except one, were damaged
or partially washed away. Additional damage occurred along the other watercourses throughout the area.
Several buildings fell into Rillito Creek due to bank erosion and extensive damage occurred to agriculture in
Marana. Cost estimates (using 1984 dollars) to repair and mitigate flood damage were estimated at $105.7
million. Four deaths in Eastern Pima County were attributed to the flood.



In late December 1992 - early January 1993, a series of winter storms produced record-breaking precipitation
amounts and severe weather across much of Arizona. Heavy rains combined with melting snowpack caused
heavy flooding of both local washes and regional rivers within Pima County. Nearly every community and
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Description
For the purpose of this Plan, the hazard of flooding addressed in this section will pertain to floods that result from
precipitation/runoff related events. Other flooding due to dam or levee failures is addressed separately. The three
seasonal atmospheric events that tend to trigger floods in Pima County are:
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On August 14, 2005 and August 23, 2005, intense heavy rains caused significant damage to public
infrastructure throughout Pima County. The severe runoff resulted in damages to numerous roads, traffic
lights, water well fields, berms, crossings, and police vehicles. After over an inch of rain fell across a large
portion of the Tucson Metro Area, some locations with more than two inches, several roads became flooded,
closed, and impassable. In addition to all the flooded roadways, several trailer homes located in the southern
portion of the Tucson Metro Area, were flooded and surrounded by rising water. Rescue teams evacuated
several people from these homes. Brawley wash was out of its banks and flooding roadways causing them to
be impassable. Over $260,000 in damages were estimated2.



In late July and early August 2006, several areas of the state were struck by severe storms and flooding during
the period of July 25 to August 4, 2006. Tropical moisture poured into Southeast Arizona, saturating the
ground at most locations. As rainfall continued, additional runoff quickly filled rivers and washes, exceeding
bank full capacities and flooding homes and businesses as well as nearby roads. Some roadways were washed
away due to the strong floodwaters. Lots of flash flooding occurred throughout the Tucson Metro Area due
to saturated grounds and extremely heavy rainfall. Numerous roads were closed due to flooding throughout
the entire Metro Area for many hours. A USGS stream gage was destroyed by floodwaters in Rincon Creek.
Additionally, there were numerous swift water rescues and car stranded in flooded roadways. It was estimated
that nearly 100 vehicles were flooded. Several rivers running through the Tucson Metro Area flooded on July
31, 2006. The Rillito River flooded with water over the cement banks near Dodge Boulevard. Additionally,
the Rillito River was over bank full just east of the Swan Road Bridge. River Road near La Cholla Road was
flooding from the Rillito River. Sabino Creek was out of its banks and houses were flooded near Sabino
Canyon and Bear Canyon. Below is a listing of some of the damage, but not all, caused by the flooding and
an estimate for the cost of repairs:










Sabino Canyon Recreation area road and facility damaged, $100,000
Forty homes and businesses flooded, $1,200,000
One home destroyed due to flooding, $150,000
Water main broke near the Mt. Lemmon highway, $20,000
Catalina Highway road washed away, $50,000
Agricultural irrigation system damaged, $500,000
Cement plant flooded, $400,000
Gravel pit flooded, $30,000
General infrastructure damage, $500,000.

The flooding prompted a federal disaster declaration (FEMA-1660-DR-AZ) for Gila, Graham, Greenlee,
Pima, and Pinal Counties. Total disaster expenditures exceeded $13.6 million (ADEMA, 2010; PCRFCD,
2011).3


On February 19, 2008, a state of emergency was declared for Pima County for flooding and damages due to
8.5 inches of precipitation that fell in and around Mt. Lemmon within Pima County in less than a 24-hour
period. Damages to roads left residents stranded in their homes, limited access to food and medical assistance
and damaged potable water supply lines, which affected transmission and distribution of potable water to
homes. The rainfall and snowmelt created conditions that threatened the health and safety of residents and
exceeded the capabilities of Pima County. Several people in Tucson needed to be rescued from flowing
washes. Damages were estimated to exceed $770,0004.

1

US Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, 1994, Flood Damage Report – State of Arizona – Floods of 1993

2

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2010

3

Arizona Division of Emergency Management, Pima County Regional Flood Control District

4

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2010
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city within the county was impacted by the storms at some level. Most of the heavy damage was associated
with the Gila, San Pedro, and Santa Cruz Rivers. According to the USACE Flood Damages Report, the total
public and private damages from the 1993 floods were estimated to exceed $12 million in Pima County alone.
The flooding prompted a federal disaster declaration (FEMA-977-DR-AZ) for almost the entire state1.
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On January 21, 2010, sixteen hikers were trapped on Sabino Canyon Trail at approximately 11 AM after the
stream rose above its banks, covering low water crossings. The San Simon and Vamori Washes in the Tohono
O’odham Nation rose 1-2 feet out of their banks during the evening of January 21. Several other washes
flowed out of their banks, resulting in barricaded roadways near Saguaro National Park East and West,
including East Tucson and Avra Valley. A motorist was trapped in the Canada del Oro Wash near Rancho
del Lago at approximately 7 AM on January 22 requiring a swift water rescue. Storm-wide damages were
estimated at $300,000 (NCDC, 2011). A presidential disaster was declared (FEMA-1888-DR-AZ) for several
counties and Indian tribes in the state including Pima County.



In July 2010, torrential rainfall across portions of eastern Pima County resulted in numerous reports of flash
flooding in the Tucson metro area. Flash flooding was observed on Tanque Verde Creek with a peak depth
of 11.69 feet at Tanque Verde Guest Ranch. Approximately 30 homes on Barbary Coast Road, Gold Dust
Road, and Kitt Carson were flooded. Numerous swift water rescues were performed in the Tucson metro
area, near the county fairgrounds, in the Recon Valley area, and on the Old Spanish Trail in the Hilton Head
Ranch area. Damages were estimated to exceed $500,0005.



Between 2011 and April 2016 there were 39 flash flooding events with two deaths and damage amounting
to $2.366 million dollars. September 15, 2011 the 5h highest rainfall total on record occurred at Tucson
International Airport with 2.84”, and up to 3.00” at nearby locations. Over 3 feet of water covered the roads
near the airport causing over 30 roads to be closed and two flights had to be diverted to Phoenix. Six swift
water rescues were performed and six people were rescued from their homes as rivers exceeded their banks.
In Sahuarita, a wash overflowed into a community flooding 15 homes. A homeless man was swept away by
the Santa Cruz River. Damage was estimated at $1 million in Tucson and $500K at Sahuarita6.



On September 8, 2014, moisture associated with Tropical Depression Norbert caused extensive street
flooding on the east side of Tucson requiring numerous swift water rescues. One woman drove into Alamo
Wash and drowned when her vehicle was swept downstream under a bridge3.



Heavy rain in the Corona de Tucson area of Vail on July 7, 2014 caused widespread flash flooding, closed
roads, and caused property damage. According to the Pima County Regional Flood Control District’s
(PCRFD) ALERT system precipitation gauges, the area experienced storms with total rainfall ranging from
1.5 to over 2 inches, with rainfall intensities of up to two inches in less than an hour reported in portions of
the watershed. The high intensity of the storm over a relatively short duration caused the floodwaters to rise
and fall quickly, catching many by surprise7.



On July 9, 2014 an intense, localized storm with rainfall intensities of 2 inches per hour or greater affected
Why, Arizona. Several Structures were damaged during the event6. Historic and real-time rainfall and
streamflow data, along with descriptions of floods are available on the Pima County Regional Flood Control
website at: http://webcms.pima.gov/government/flood_control/

Probability and Magnitude
For the purposes of this Plan, the probability and magnitude of flood hazards in Pima County jurisdictions are based
on the 1% probability floodplains (also known as the 100-year flood, as the flood has a 1% chance of being equaled
or exceeded in any single year) delineated on FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs)8. FEMA completed a map
modification program to update the FIRMs for the County into a digital FIRM (DFIRM) format. The Pima County
Regional Flood Control District (PCRFCD) is responsible for keeping these up-to-date as revisions are made.
Floodplain GIS base files were obtained from the PCRFCD and are the basis for the flood hazard depictions in this
Plan.

5

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2011

6

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016

7

Pima County Regional Flood Control District, 2016

8

FEMA 100 Year Flood Zones, http://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=e9aa2179f31b4b9cbe5c7f8b1b91cea3, 2016
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Vulnerability
Table 4-9: CPRI Results for Flood 2017

Sahuarita
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

Probability
Likely
Likely
Likely
Highly
Likely
Highly
Likely
Highly
Likely

Magnitude/
Severity
Catastrophic
Catastrophic
Limited

Warning
Time
12-24 hours
< 6 hours
< 6 hours

Duration
< 24 hours
< 24 hours
< 24 hours

Catastrophic

12-24 hours

> 1 week

3.70

Critical

6-12 hours

< 6 hours

3.25

Critical

CPRI
Score
3.05
3.35
2.75

< 6 hours
< 24 hours
County-wide average CPRI =

3.50
3.27

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

The different types of weather in Pima County described above produces distinctively different types of floods. Flood
producing storms in Pima County typically fall into one of two types: summer monsoon thunderstorms and winter
mesoscale storms.
Summer monsoon storms are highly convective systems that produce intense rainfall over relatively small areas.
Monsoon storms are more likely to trigger flood events on smaller watercourses, particularly later in the monsoon
season when antecedent soil moisture is higher. Monsoon storm flooding is short-lived and may affect an area
suddenly as a flash flood. These floods tend to be of shorter duration. Furthermore, monsoon rainfall may affect just
one watershed. In most years, the annual peak flow will occur on different days at different gauging stations. However,
the July 31, 2006 event, which produced debris flows in the Santa Catalina Mountains significant flooding on the
Santa Cruz downstream of the Rillito occurred after several days of rainfall in the Santa Catalina Mountains.
Flash floods are generally associated with summer monsoon thunderstorms. Several factors make flash floods a
challenging hazard to mitigate.
1) Real-time precipitation gages may miss storm cells that are small enough in aerial extent although large enough
in volume to cause flash flooding.
2) Extreme rainfall intensities can generate runoff that reaches peak flow in periods measured in minutes, providing
little or no ability to provide the public with a warning about any specific event.
3) The leading edge of the flood may extend miles below the storm event that created it, flooding an area that may
have received no rainfall and may not have even been cloudy, thus catching individuals completely unaware of
the threat.
Winter mesoscale storms generally originate in the Pacific Ocean and produce bands of precipitation over a period of
days. Though characterized by low rainfall intensity, these long duration storms yield the high volumes of water
necessary to produce significant flow events on the major watercourses. Precipitation characteristics create floods that
build slowly and may last for days. These include Tropical Storms. In general, the largest floods on the Santa Cruz
River have occurred because of tropical storms that come up from the Sea of Cortez in the fall, but do not produce
significant flooding in most years. In October 1983, tropical storm Octave produced the flood of record on the Santa
Cruz River. Between 6 ½ to 7 ½ inches of rain fell across the area in five days. The flooding stretched to
Clifton/Morenci, Wilcox, Safford and Nogales. More than a dozen people died. While high rainfall depths and
extended duration certainly produce conditions conducive for flooding, saturated soils that have limited capacity to
absorb rainfall also play a role. They may also include frontal systems that can provide more sustained flow durations,
even as flood peaks tend to remain low. In rare occasions winter frontal systems have produced rain on snow in January
to March.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT
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Participating Jurisdiction
Marana
Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
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Alluvial fans create a special type of floodplain that has characteristics that are similar to sheet flow floodplains.
Alluvial fans occur below mountain fronts and consist of an accumulation of sediment carried out of the mountains
via riverine flow. At the margin of the mountain front, flow containment is lost and floodwaters spread out across the
alluvial fan. Alluvial fans may have better defined channels or flow corridors but they are not large enough to convey
large storm events and, due to their location below the break in slope, channels often aggrade and lose capacity. Since
alluvial fans often consist of poorly consolidated alluvium, the loss of channel capacity in existing channels leads to
the creation of new channels or the reestablishment of old channels. This characteristic of alluvial fans leads to
significant uncertainty with respect to the location and severity of flood flows. The combination of severe, directed
flow at uncertain locations, unconsolidated soils and the likelihood of flash floods in this environment results in
potentially extreme flood and erosion hazards.
Historically, flood events of limited aerial extent occur at least every few years in Pima County. These floods may not
affect many people but the effects of these floods may be severe for those affected. Floods on the major watercourses
occur approximately once every ten years. Historically, these floods had a significant impact on the community;
however, flood and erosion hazard improvements within the urban core have largely limited the hazards to the public
from large flood events on the major watercourses. In addition, improved regulation of development through elevating
structures above the base flood, protecting structures from erosion hazards and protection of natural floodplains has
ensured that new development is more flood resilient than was previously the case in unincorporated Pima County.
This section contains a map and data table for unincorporated areas known to flood frequently and where warning is
required per the NFIP (see Figure 4-10 and 4-11). Figure 4-12 and 4-13 are Special Studies Floodplains map showing
locally mapped floodplains. These are mapped either by a developer or by unincorporated Pima County. Table 4-11
contains data for these Special Studies Floodplains areas including exposure estimates. The PCRFCD works closely
with the PCOEM to add locally identified special studies flood-prone areas.
While bank protection installed by the PCRFCD along major watercourse has reduced erosion and overbank
flooding in much of the urbanized incorporated areas of the County some development pre-exists floodplain
regulation and infrastructure is at risk. This area includes:
 The Forty Niner’s Country Club Subdivision on Tanque Verde Creek geologic floodplain,
 The alluvial fan areas of Lee Moore, Franco and Flato washes particularly in the Summit neighborhood
south of Sahaurita Road,
 The broad floodplains of Avra Valley and the Black Wash, as well as
 Numerous canyon washes impacted by fires within National Forests in the upper watershed and
encroachment in the foothills residential areas.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

In addition to flash flood largely associated with mountain front drainage, sheet flow flooding is a phenomenon unique
to watersheds with low topographic relief and a severe lack of adequate flow conveyance through channels. The lack
of defined drainage channels often deceives the public into thinking that there are no flood hazards in the area. Sheet
flow flooding may develop quickly but where slopes are particularly shallow, the duration of sheet flow flooding may
extend more than 24 hours. Private roadways not designed for all weather access are common in these areas of the
County. As a result and in combination with the widespread nature of sheet flow flooding, during times of flooding
residents and emergency services ability to gain safe or reliable access to and from the affected area may be limited.
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Figure 4-10: Pima County Flood Hazards
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Figure 4-11: Eastern Pima County Flood Hazards Detail
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Figure 4-12: Local Flood Hazard Areas Pima County
SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

81

Packet Pg. 185

8.E.1

2017

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

Figure 4-13: Local Flood Hazard Areas Eastern Pima County Detail
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Santa Cruz River: Major regional storm events, such as significant rainfall in the Catalina Mountain
watershed, can send enough Stormwater runoff into the Canada del Oro or Rillito River systems that will
direct floodwaters to the Santa Cruz River potentially causing the closure of the Ina Road bridge for structural
precautions, the closure of the Sanders Road bridge due to overtopping, the capturing of the El Rio Open
Space preserve, and evacuation due to overbank flows of the Berry Acres subdivision in far north Marana.
Major storm systems south of Tucson, potentially all the way from Mexico, within the Santa Cruz watershed
can also cause these issues. Some areas of Continental Ranch adjacent to the Santa Cruz River and the Town’s
airport could be impacted by Santa Cruz flood events above the base flood.



Tortolita Mountain Alluvial Fan: The Tortolita Mountain watershed consists of several major washes that
leave the mountain system whose floodplains overlap in a broad alluvial floodplain. Higher on the alluvial
fan and closer to the mountains, the washes are well defined and the floodplains are more certain. The lower
you travel on the floodplain the more the floodplain broadens out into overlapping sheet flow areas. Tangerine
Road in its current condition is susceptible to flooding and road closures due to at-grade dip crossings. At the
end of the alluvial fan lies the Central Arizona Project Canal system that has a protective berm on its upstream
side and over chute pipe outlets to carry floodwaters across the canal at various locations. This berm/over
chute system interrupts the sheet flow characteristics of the lower alluvial fan and reconcentrates the
floodwaters at the pipe outlet locations. Localized flooding and road closures occur downstream of the over
chutes. A similar situation occurs where the Tortolita Fan runoff is intercepted by the Union Pacific Railroad
and Interstate 10. These facilities are raised higher than the adjacent ground, impounding water on their
upstream sides and create focused flooding issues where culverts or interchange openings allow focused
floodwaters through. There are also some areas of the interstate and railroad that can be outright overtopped.
Should there be a rainfall event significant enough to cause runoff by the sandy soils of the Tortolita Fan; the
water will go through the series of impoundments and discharges noted above through the Central Arizona
Project Canal, Union Pacific Railroad, and Interstate 10 to arrive at northwest Marana. These floodwaters
then either sheet flow or are carried in the bar ditch and irrigation canal system in a northwesterly pattern
throughout northwest Marana. Property damage and road closures occur until the flood waters recede.



Tucson Mountain floodplain: The Tucson Mountain watershed consists of several washes that leave the
mountain system but unlike the Tortolita Fan, the washes remain well confined due to the rockier nature of
the terrain and the closer proximity of the mountain range to the Santa Cruz River. The Town has not
experienced major property damage from Tucson Mountain runoff but several roads both east and north of
the mountain range are subject to closure during major rain events in the watershed. FEMA mapping
categorizes the Town’s airport as being in a sheet floodplain from the Tucson Mountains but the mapping
does not appear to consider the raised Central Arizona Project canal immediately east of the airport.



Canada del Oro wash and Rillito River: Both of these systems contain the base flood for their watersheds.
However, property and roadways adjacent and crossing these systems could be susceptible to flooding from
events above the base flood. A segment of the Canada del Oro wash west of Thornydale road that is not
armored with bank protection. That segment could experience erosive failure. Prior to development of this
area, the Town will require the bank protection to be put in place. The most hazardous aspect of these systems
however is where they come together at the Santa Cruz River just west of Interstate 10. No part of this
confluence is bank protected. A sand and gravel pit within the confluence area that has been mined well
below the bed of the river. If the berm protecting the sand and gravel pit were to fail, the resulting pit capture
could cause a headcut eastwards and erode away the adjacent portion of Interstate 10, the Union Pacific
Railroad, a major Tucson Electric Power transmission line, transcontinental high-pressure gas pipeline, and
a transcontinental fiber optic line.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

The Town of Marana has significant concerns regarding flooding. There are several flooding sources within Marana
that can cause hazards to property or roadways. They include runoff from the Tortolita Mountains, runoff from the
Tucson Mountains, and overbank flow from the Santa Cruz River. Two additional flooding sources include the Rillito
River and the Canada del Oro Wash, are contained within their banks during the base flood (commonly known as the
“100 year flood”) but are susceptible to hazardous erosive failures. Areas include:
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July 4, 2012. Estimated hundred-year event occurred that caused flooding to the Lomos de Oro wash. There
were limited damages because of a FEMA funded mitigation project (2006) to add gabions and other flood
protections.
September 8, 2014. Hurricane Norbert. Several localized areas across the Town received between 3.5-4.5
inches of rain in an hour’s time. This flooded streets, overflowed normal wash channels, led to swift water
rescues, and flooded homes and yards. There was significant storm recovery need to include debris and
sediment clean up, repairs to impacted public infrastructure, and clean-up by individual homeowners and
businesses. Additionally, short and long-term mitigation measures were identified, prioritized, and
completed. The storm led to a SBA declaration for the State of Arizona.
August 7-10, 2015. The four (4) Pima County Flood Control ALERT rain gauges located in Oro Valley
measured over one (1) inch of rain, with one measuring over three (3) inches of rain in a short amount of
time. These back-to-back storms produced a lot of rain, sediment, debris, and flooded dip crossings.
August 31, 2015. This storm had limited rainfall, but caused wind damage due to microburst, power outages,
and damages to public infrastructure.
August 1-2, 2016. Significant rainfall amounts over consecutive days across the metro region, including Oro
Valley. Due to saturated ground conditions, there was concern for regional impacts with any additional
precipitation.
August 17, 2016. This storm brought heavy rain, flooded roadways, high winds, microburst, lightning caused
fires, and power outages due to downed power poles. This storm resulted in damages to both public and
private infrastructure.

There may also be other cascading events associated with a flood such as damages to infrastructure, severe wind
(microbursts), downed power poles, power outages, uprooted trees, flooded homes, and other related damages.
The Pascua Yaqui flood vulnerability is mainly related to the main body of land for the tribe that is located in the
Black Wash flood plain. The Black Wash gathers waters from washes from the Tohono O’odham and Pima County,
runs through the jurisdiction and then back into Pima County. The flooding affects the residences as well as the
business and gaming communities by cutting off critical services from citizens. In 2015, a monsoon flood event
washed out critical communications infrastructure including phone and data lines.
The Town of Sahuarita is vulnerable to flooding mainly due to its proximity to the Santa Cruz River. Several large
washes run through the Town and upstream rain events can overwhelm wash channels. Sahuarita Road runs from
SR83 to the east to just west of I-19 through the town. Sahuarita Road has numerous low-level wash crossings that
are vulnerable to flood events and can cut off citizens from emergency services. Numerous modular housing areas
have structures with increased vulnerability to flooding when washes back up as well.
Flooding in Tucson is a yearly expectation during the summer monsoon and often during the winter weather patterns
as well. The community is generally fairly well prepared for these storms and their short-term flash flooding effects.
Although every year damage is done to roadways and other infrastructure and people become stuck, and sometimes
injured or killed, while trying to cross flooded washes that cross roadways. The flood vulnerability may come from
two other sources. First, the potential for the track of tropical storm/hurricane remnants from the Pacific Ocean, usually
via the Gulf of California, has led to widespread and large-scale rainfall causing severe flooding of large drainages
such as the Santa Cruz River. These storms usually coincide with the tail end of the monsoon events. Second, there is
a history of large scale flooding events from El Niño weather patterns occurring during Tucson’s winter rainy season.
These weather patterns can again greatly increase overall rainfall over a short period of the season leading to flooding.
They can also create cascading events such as a heavy snowpack on the mountains that border Tucson, followed by a
warm tropical rainstorm that leads to heavy snowmelt and flooding of waterways and washes within the City.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

The Town of Oro Valley is susceptible to flood hazards on a relatively frequent basis due to tropical storm remnants,
winter rains, and summer monsoons. Localized events are the most common and frequent types of flooding in Oro
Valley, however, there are infrequent occasions of more widespread or regional flooding events. Examples of larger
flood events affecting the Town of Oro Valley include:

While mitigation projects throughout the city have been underway since the record flooding in 1983, caused by
remnants of Tropical Storm Octave, there are still large lengths of waterways and washes that are vulnerable to erosion,
SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT
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bank degradation, and other flooding threats. Numerous bridges and roadways are vulnerable to substantial
infrastructure damage during large-scale floods.

Replacement costs for the critical facilities and infrastructure identified in this Plan were taken from work done for
the 2012 Plan, with an across-the-board 7% increase applied (due to the change in the Consumer Price Index for the
West Region from 2012 to 2016). Replacement costs for the residential buildings were developed using a hybrid
approach: the mean residential building replacement cost per block was taken from HAZUS-MH and was then
multiplied by the total building count for each block as given in the 2010 Census.
Loss estimates to all facilities located within the high and medium flood hazard areas were then calculated from the
replacement costs using a simple ratio. (Most of the assets located within high hazard flood areas will be subject to
three feet or less of flooding.) Using the FEMA tables, it is assumed that all structural assets located within the high
hazard areas will have a loss-to-exposure ratio of 0.20 (or 20%). A loss-to-exposure ratio of 0.05 (5%) is assumed for
assets located in the medium hazard areas. Locally defined floodplains are assumed to have a loss-to-exposure ratio
of 0.20 (20%). Table 4-12 summarizes the critical facility, population, and residential housing unit exposure and loss
estimates for the high and medium flood hazards.
Each jurisdiction is responsible for identifying their critical facilities and infrastructure. Critical facilities and
infrastructure are systems, structures and infrastructure within a community whose incapacity or destruction would
have a debilitating impact on the defense or economic security of that community and significantly hinder a
community’s ability to recover following a disaster.
The following criteria were used to define critical facilities and infrastructure for this analysis:
1.

2.
3.

4.
5.
6.

7.
8.

Communications Infrastructure: Telephone, cell phone, data services, radio towers, and internet
communications, which have become essential to continuity of business, industry, government, and
military operations.
Electrical Power Systems: Generation stations and transmission and distribution networks that
create and supply electricity to end-users.
Gas and Oil Facilities: Production and holding facilities for natural gas, crude and refined
petroleum, and petroleum-derived fuels, as well as the refining and processing facilities for these
fuels.
Banking and Finance Institutions: Banks, financial service companies, payment systems,
investment companies, and securities/commodities exchanges.
Transportation Networks: Highways, railroads, ports and inland waterways, pipelines, and
airports and airways that facilitate the efficient movement of goods and people.
Water Supply Systems: Sources of water; reservoirs and holding facilities; aqueducts and other
transport systems; filtration, cleaning, and treatment systems; pipelines; cooling systems; and other
delivery mechanisms that provide for domestic and industrial applications, including systems for
dealing with water runoff, wastewater, and firefighting.
Government Services: Capabilities at the federal, state, and local levels of government required to
meet the needs for essential services to the public.
Emergency Services: Medical, police, fire, and rescue systems.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Loss Estimations
The estimation of potential exposure to high and medium flood hazards was accomplished by intersecting the human
and facility assets with the flood hazard limits depicted on the Flood Hazard Maps (See Maps 6-1 and 6-2). Population
and residential building figures are from the 2010 Census; counts at the block level were intersected with those flood
hazard areas using a more complex dasymetric technique from FEMA’s HAZUS-MH software. This technique uses
land cover information derived from satellite imagery to remove the areas in Census blocks that are largely without
population or housing (e.g. vacant land, agricultural areas, etc.).

85

Packet Pg. 189

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

In summary, nearly $230 million in critical facility related losses are estimated for high and medium flood hazards,
for all the participating jurisdictions in Pima County. An additional $1.03 billion in high and medium flood losses to
2010 Census residential housing units is estimated for all participating Pima County jurisdictions. Regarding human
vulnerability, a total population of 37,951 people, or 3.9% of the total population, is potentially exposed to a high
hazard flood event. A total population of 44,024 people, or 4.6% of the total population, is potentially exposed to a
medium hazard flood event. This exposure is based upon FEMA floodplains. Exposure loss estimates for locally
defined floodplains and levees is provided below in Table 4-11.
It is noted that the loss and exposure numbers presented above represent a comprehensive evaluation of the County as
a whole. It is unlikely that a storm event would occur that would flood all of the delineated high and medium flood
hazard areas at the same time. Accordingly, actual event based losses and exposure are likely to be only a fraction of
those summarized above. Furthermore, any flood event that exposes assets or population to a medium hazard will also
expose assets and populations to the high hazard flood zone. That is, the 100-year floodplain would be entirely
inundated during a 500-year flood in the localized area of impact.

SECTION IV: RISK ASSESSMENT

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Other assets such as public libraries, schools, businesses, museums, parks, recreational facilities, historic buildings or
sites, churches, residential and commercial subdivisions, apartment complexes, and so forth, are typically not
classified as critical facilities and infrastructure unless they serve a secondary function to the community during a
disaster emergency (e.g. - emergency housing or evacuation centers).
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Flood Hazard Exposure/Loss
Total Critical Facilities
Facilities in High Hazard Areas
Percentage of Total Facilities
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000)
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000)
Facilities in Medium Hazard Areas Not Protected by
Levees *
Percentage of Total Facilities *
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000) *
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000) *

Marana

Oro
Valley

Pascua
Yaqui
Tribe

Sahuarit
a

South
Tucso
n

Tucson

Unincor
p
Pima
County

270

132

17

74

20

1,552

1,374

3,439

99
36.7%
$418,99
8
$83,800

7
5.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

$9,896

$0

$1,979

$0

23
31.1%
$140,53
0
$28,106

$0

71
4.6%
$199,01
4
$39,803

91
6.6%
$234,82
0
$46,964

291
8.5%
$1,003,25
8
$200,652

36

0

13

0

0

71

14

134

13.3%
$102,34
8
$5,117

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

3.9%

$0

$0

$35,197

$475,025

$0

$0

4.6%
$242,08
9
$12,104

1.0%

$0

76.5%
$95,39
1
$4,770

$1,760

$23,751

$0

$0

Total

Facilities in Medium Hazard Areas Protected by Levees
*
Percentage of Total Facilities *

4

3

0

0

0

18

9

34

1.5%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

1.2%

0.7%

1.0%

Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000) *

$1,818

$0

$0

$0

$8,640

$76,770

$108,104

Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000) *

$91

2.3%
$20,87
6
$1,044

$0

$0

$0

$432

$3,838

$5,405

34,718

40,806

3,691

25,267

5,612

523,012

337,676

970,782

Total Population
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Table 4-10: Pima County Exposure and Loss Estimates Due to Flooding
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Population in Medium Hazard Areas Not Protected
by Levees *
Percent Exposed *
Population in Medium Hazard Areas Protected by
Levees *
Percent Exposed *
Total Residential Building Count
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000)
Structures in High Hazard Areas
Percentage of Total Structures
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000)
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000)
Structures in Medium Hazard Areas Not Protected
by Levees *
Percentage of Total Structures *
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000) *
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000) *
Structures in Medium Hazard Areas Protected by
Levees *
Percentage of Total Structures *
Estimated Replacement Cost (x $1,000) *
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000) *

2,914
8.4%

563
1.4%

279
7.6%

803
3.2%

3
0.1%

16,013
3.1%

17,376
5.1%

37,951
3.9%

8,413

97

3,370

754

0

22,668

6,379

41,681

24.2%

0.2%

91.3%

3.0%

0.0%

4.3%

1.9%

4.3%

784

649

0

0

0

62

1,529

3,024

2.3%

1.6%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.5%

0.3%

14,615
$3,636,
438
1,155
7.9%
$273,17
3
$54,635

20,205
$5,710,
908
283
1.4%

10,626
$2,673,
610
281
2.6%

2,116
$364,9
07
1
0.0%

$69,088

$117

$15,978

896
$146,8
61
66
7.4%
$10,66
9
$2,134

$13,818

$23

231,414
$66,121,
087
7,622
3.3%
$2,204,3
33
$440,867

157,525
$36,203,
274
7,083
4.5%
$1,363,7
62
$272,752

437,397
$114,857,
085
16,491
3.8%
$4,001,03
0
$800,206

3,221

46

815

316

0

10,633

2,755

17,786

22.0%
$704,81
2
$35,241

0.2%

3.0%

0.0%

$71,172

$0

$580,502

$658

$3,559

$0

4.6%
$2,801,1
27
$140,056

1.7%

$13,161

91.0%
$134,9
04
$6,745

$29,025

4.1%
$4,305,67
8
$215,284

290

329

0

0

0

20

573

1,212

2.0%
$67,848
$3,392

1.6%
$94,766
$4,738

0.0%
$0
$0

0.0%
$0
$0

0.0%
$0
$0

0.0%
$5,827
$291

0.4%
$125,144
$6,257

0.3%
$293,585
$14,679

$79,888

* Medium hazard area figures ONLY include critical facilities, population, or structures outside of high hazard areas (but within medium hazard areas)
Sources: U.S. Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2016; Pima County GIS, 2016; Pima County Office of Emergency Management, 2012; U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2010; FEMA, HAZUSMH v3.1, 2016.
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Flood Hazard Exposure/Loss*
Total Critical Facilities

Marana

Oro
Valley

Pascua
Yaqui
Tribe

Sahuarit
a

South
Tucson

Tucson

Unincorporat
ed Pima
County

Total

270

132

17

74

20

1,552

1,374

3,439

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

1
1.4%

0
0.0%

23
1.5%

27
2.0%

51
1.5%

$0

$0

$0

$145

$0

$103,425

$247,040

$350,610

$0

$0

$0

$29

$0

$20,685

$49,408

$70,122

34,718

40,806

3,691

25,267

5,612

523,012

337,676

970,782

Population in Local Flood Hazard Areas
Percent Exposed

168
0.5%

11
0.0%

1
0.0%

105
0.4%

0
0.0%

9,248
1.8%

10,519
3.1%

20,052
2.1%

Total Residential Building Count
Estimated Replacement Cost (x
$1,000)
Structures in Local Flood Hazard Areas
Percentage of Total Structures
Estimated Replacement Cost (x
$1,000)
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000)

14,615
$3,636,4
38
83
0.6%

20,205
$5,710,9
08
4
0.0%

896
$146,8
61
0
0.0%

10,626
$2,673,6
10
47
0.4%

2,116
$364,9
07
0
0.0%

231,414
$66,121,0
87
4,119
1.8%

157,525

4,717
3.0%

437,397
$114,857,0
85
8,970
2.1%

$22,166

$968

$0

$9,627

$0

$956,007

$949,042

$1,937,810

$4,433

$194

$0

$1,925

$0

$191,201

$189,808

$387,561

Facilities in Local Flood Hazard Areas
Percentage of Total Facilities
Estimated Replacement Cost (x
$1,000)
Estimated Structure Loss (x $1,000)
Total Population

$36,203,274

* Local Flood Hazard Areas are selected Special Studies Floodplains defined by Pima County, not by FEMA
Source: Pima County GIS, 2017; Pima County Office of Emergency Management, 2012; U.S. Bureau of the Census, 2010; FEMA, HAZUS‐MH v3.1, 2016.
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Table 4-11: Pima County Exposure and Loss Estimates Due to Flooding in Local Flood Hazard Areas
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Future flood hazards are more likely to be significant outside of the urban core where much of the existing
development pre-dates regulation that is more stringent or where the regulation of hazards including road access is
currently limited. However, events of greater magnitude than the base flood due to climate variability may increase
flood related hazards throughout Pima County.
The PCRFCD has been actively creating new floodplain delineations outside of FEMA designated floodplains and
continually strives to improve floodplain development to create a more flood resilient community. Because of mapping
efforts, the aerial extent of local floodplains within Pima County exceeds the extent of federally mapped floodplains.
In addition to elevating structures above the base flood, the PCRFCD has recently made great strides forward in
protecting structures from erosion hazards using setbacks from regulatory washes and protecting building foundations
for structures placed in regulatory floodplains. Robust protection of natural floodplain functions and the acquisition
of flood prone land further removed development pressure on some of the most hazardous areas further increasing
flood resilience of Pima County.
The vegetation characteristics of Pima County’s arid environment, combined with anthropomorphic alterations to the
landscape, create conditions that promote the lateral migration of watercourses. Erosion along major watercourses has
been some of the most dramatic flood damage in recent history. For this reason, Pima County does not allow new
construction within erosion hazard areas unless structural protections are in place. Furthermore, the PCRFCD’s CIP
has focused on providing bank protection and open space along major watercourses.
Natural floodplains benefit the community by reducing flood and erosion hazards, improving water quality, increasing
groundwater recharge and providing biological corridors for plants and wildlife to thrive, all providing a public health,
safety, and economic benefit to the citizens of Pima County. To the greatest extent possible, the PCRFCD promotes
maintaining the natural functions of floodplains over structural measures to control flooding.
National Flood Insurance Program Participation
Participation in the NFIP is a key element of any community’s local floodplain management and flood mitigation
strategy. Pima County and the six other incorporated jurisdictions participate in the NFIP. Joining the NFIP requires
the adoption of a floodplain management ordinance that requires jurisdictions to follow established minimum
standards set forth by FEMA and the State of Arizona, when developing in the floodplain. These standards require
that all new buildings and substantial improvements to existing buildings will be protected from damage by the 100year flood, and that new floodplain development will not aggravate existing flood problems or increase damage to
other properties. As a participant in the NFIP, communities also benefit from having Flood Insurance Rate Maps
(FIRM) that map identified flood hazard areas and can be used to assess flood hazard risk, regulate construction
practices and set flood insurance rates. FIRMs are also an important source of information to educate residents,
government officials and the private sector about the likelihood of flooding in their community. Table 4-13
summarizes the NFIP status and statistics for each of the jurisdictions participating in this Plan.
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Development Trends
For most Pima County jurisdictions, adequate planning and regulatory tools are in place to regulate future
development. Challenges with new growth will include the need for master drainage planning and additional
floodplain delineations to identify and map the flood hazards within the growth areas where no mapping currently
exists. In anticipation of development, Pima County assures that subdivisions are protected. Studies of watersheds and
high flood hazard areas are identified before development, so that they are avoided as much as possible and prospective
developers are aware of any remaining issues such as all-weather accessibility.
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Table 4-12: NFIP Statistics as of July 31, 2016
NFIP Entry
Date
2/15/1983

Current
Effective
Map Date
6/16/2011

Number
of
Policies
2,392

Marana

040118

8/1/1984

6/16/2011

323

$85,207

Oro Valley

040109

12/4/1979

6/16/2011

182

$51,057

---

---

---

---

---

Sahuarita

040137

6/30/1997

6/16/2011

41

$11,239

South Tucson

040075

1/31/1979

6/16/2011

1

$105

Tucson

040076

8/2/1982

6/16/2011

1,771

Jurisdiction
Pima County

Pascua Yaqui Tribe

Amount of
Coverage
(x $1,000)
$552,626

$386,249

Floodplain Management Role
Managed through PCRFCD
Provides floodplain management
for the town
Provides floodplain management
for the town
Not a Participant in the NFIP
Provides floodplain management
for the town
City defers floodplain
management to PCRFCD
Provides floodplain management
for the city

Source: http://bsa.nfipstat.com/reports/1011.htm (7/31/2016); “Current Effective Map Date” is from FEMA Community Status Report in NFIP (2/16/2011 – and
current) )

Repetitive Loss Properties
Repetitive Loss (RL) properties are those NFIP-insured properties that since 1978, have experience multiple flood
losses. FEMA tracks RL properties and in particular to identify Severe RL (SRL) properties. RL properties
demonstrate a record of accomplishment of repeated flooding for a certain location and are one element of the
vulnerability analysis. RL properties are also important to the NFIP, since structures that flood frequently put a strain
on the National Flood Insurance Fund.
Per data provided to the County by FEMA on May 31, 2016 there are seven unmitigated Repetitive Loss Properties
in unincorporated Pima County. One of these has been mitigated however; documents have yet to be submitted to
FEMA to have it removed from the list. There are no SRL properties.
Table 4-13: Repetitive Loss Property Statistics by Jurisdiction
Jurisdiction
Oro Valley
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

No. of
Properties
1
4
7

No. of
Properties
Mitigated
0
0
3

Total
Payments
$41,805
$173,829
$664,067

Source: FEMA, 2016 for Unincorporated Pima County
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Landslide

The Basin and Range Province occupies the southern portions of Arizona and is characterized by alternating valleys
(basins) and mountains (ranges). Debris flows, rock falls and translational landslides are the most common type of
landslides in Pima County. These landslides typically occur on steep upper slopes of mountain ranges; the material
may be deposited at the base of slopes where failures occur, or transported to valley floors and alluvial fans at canyon
mouths. Some of the fastest urban growth areas in Pima County are along the mountain fronts; these are vulnerable to
debris flows as evidenced by geologic deposits and by recent events1.
Cascading events are a hazard with landslides. The nature of cascading events associated with landslides stems from
the mass, volume, water content, soil and rock conditions, rate of movement, and environs in which the landslide
occurs. (It is important to note, that landslides are commonly triggered by other events, e.g., an earthquake or flood,
and thus may constitute a cascading event in their own right).
Common cascading events associated with landslides include:
 Damaged or destroyed transportation lines – roads, railways, rivers
 Flooding – resulting from damming of river or water displacement resulting from the landslide mass
encroaching on a body of water -- natural lake, river, canal or reservoir
 Broken infrastructure – gas pipelines, water mains, sewer lines, utility lines, canals buildings
 Secondary landslides following a primary slide
History
In 2006, extreme precipitation caused ~1,000 debris flows in four mountain ranges in southern Arizona2,3. Debris
flows in the Santa Catalina Mountains north of Tucson occurred in nine canyons; debris flows exited or nearly
exited the mouths of five of those canyons flowing into developed areas4. Costs to repair infrastructure destroyed in
Sabino Canyon was ~ $1.5 million while damage in other areas were not documented. While the 2006 debris flows
illustrate how damaging large landslide events can be, the Pima County Department of Transportation consistently
has to repair damage to roadways from individual landslides, particularly rockfalls along the Santa Catalina
Highway according to the Pima County Department of Transportation. Landslides are an ongoing issue within Pima
County. No landslides of major significance, such as multiple day road closures, have occurred within the last
planning cycle. Minor rockfall slides occasionally shut down mountainous roads, but are quickly cleared
Probability and Magnitude
High-intensity and long-duration precipitation may cause landslides by oversaturating hillslope soils. Disturbances to
slopes, particularly from wildfires, changes hydrologic conditions making slopes more susceptible to failure from
rainfall runoff generated by commonly occurring storms (high-frequency, low-magnitude storms). Removal of
substrate support (soil or rock) from the slopes where highways and roads are built can also result in landslides.
Earthquakes may also cause landslides.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Description
Landslide is the generic term used to describe the downslope movement of earth materials due to gravity. There are
several different types of landslides that are categorized by the depth of failure, the type of material moved, the water
content, and rate of movement. Landslides may be triggered by earthquakes, extreme precipitation, flooding, or
otherwise removing support from the slope. Debris flows, a common type of landslide in Arizona, often occur in areas
disturbed by wildfires. Landslides may also cause flooding, either by displacing great volumes of water with surficial
materials, or by damming a stream until it breaches and floods. Each physiographic region in Arizona is susceptible
to various types of landslides. Pima County is located in the Basin and Range Province.

1

Youberg, A.M., Webb, R.H., Fenton, C.R., and Pearthree, P.A., 2014, Latest Pleistocene–Holocene debris flow activity, Santa Catalina
Mountains, Arizona; Implications for modern debris-flow hazards under a changing climate: Geomorphology, v. 219, p. 87-102.
2
Pearthree, P.A., Youberg, A., 2006, Recent Debris Flows and Floods in Southern Arizona, Arizona Geology, Vol. 36, No. 3
3
Magirl, C.S., Webb, R.H., Griffiths, P.G., Schaffner, M., Shoemaker, C., Pytlak, E., Yatheendradas, S., Lyon, S.W., Troch, P.A., Desilets,
S.L.E., Goodrich, D.C., Unkrich, C.L., Youberg, A., and Pearthree, P.A., 2007, Impact of recent extreme Arizona storms: Eos,
Transactions American Geophysical Union, v. 88, no. 17, p. 191-193.
4
Webb, R.H., Magirl, C.S., Griffiths, P.G., and Boyer, D.E., 2008, Debris Flows and Floods in Southeastern Arizona from Extreme Precipitation
in Late July 2006: Magnitude, Frequency, and Sediment Delivery. U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 2008-1274, 95 p.
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The landslides range in size and frequency, from small, nuisance events (minor shallow landslides, rockfalls) along
roads or uninhabited areas, to large, fast-moving, destructive debris flows, with varying effects depending on location.
Future climate variability could increase the frequency and number of landslide events if that variability leads to an
increase in erosional weather factors.
The impacts from landslides can cause deaths and damages without warning, throughout many parts of Arizona. In
the United States, some of the economic factors that result from landslides include:
 Cost $3.5 billion a year in damages.
 Causes between 25 and 50 deaths annually.
 Reduction in real estate values and tourist revenue
 Lead to lost human, industrial, agricultural, and forest productivity
 Cause damage to the natural environment5.
County-owned facilities most vulnerable to landslides are roadways and bridges/culverts along known debris flow
areas on the Catalina Highway up Mount Lemmon within the Coronado National Forest.
Table 4-14: CPRI Results for Landslide
Participating Jurisdiction
Marana
Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

Probability
Unlikely
Possible
Unlikely
Unlikely
Unlikely
Likely

Magnitude/
Severity
Limited
Limited
Negligible
Negligible
Negligible
Limited

Warning
Time
Duration
12-24 hours
<24 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
>24 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
<6 hours
County-wide average CPRI =

CPRI
Score
1.55
2.20
1.45
1.00
1.45
2.65
1.72

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

Unincorporated Pima County has ongoing vulnerabilities, particularly along the Santa Catalina Highway, due mainly
to rockfalls and debris flows. Pima County Department of Transportation and the Arizona Geological Survey are
planning surveys to document areas along the highway that experience repeated landslides to identify areas to potential
mitigation efforts. Post-wildfire debris flows are also common in Arizona and Pima County. Some of the more recent
post-fire debris flows have been documented6 and debris flows that occur in the future will be added to the landslide
database.
Loss Estimation
Losses are difficult to estimate given the a lack of accepted measurement standards, however, the County spends
significant time and money removing and repairing landslide occurrences along this and several other roadways,
especially following precipitation events. During rainfall events, residential properties in the Santa Catalina’s and
other regional ranges have suffered damage from land and mudslide events. The losses in the Santa Catalina Sabino
Canyon flood and rockslide topped over 1 million dollars in 20067.

5
6

7

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Vulnerability

US Geological Survey, 2009, Landslides Hazards Program, online at http://landslides.usgs.gov/
Youberg, A., 2015, Geodatabase of Post-Wildfire Study Basins: Assessing the predictive strengths of post-wildfire debris-flow models in
Arizona, and defining rainfall intensity-duration thresholds for initiation of post-fire debris flow. Arizona Geological Survey, geodatabase,
excel workbook, report 10 p. http://repository.azgs.az.gov/uri_gin/azgs/dlio/1635

Arizona State Geological Survey, http://www.azgs.az.gov/Hazards_ocr/slopefailure/Landslide-fact-sheet3.pdf, retrieved 2017
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Development Trend Analysis

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

As development in unincorporated Pima County along the margins of the mountain ranges, building code enforcement
is critical for any new development. Roadway improvements or development should follow current Federal Highway
Administration design guidelines to avoid landslide hazards.
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Severe Wind

Downbursts are columns of air moving rapidly downward through a thunderstorm. When the air reaches the ground,
it spreads out in all directions, creating horizontal wind gusts of 60 mph or higher. Downburst winds have been
measured as high as 140 mph. Downbursts are called macrobursts when the diameter is greater than 2.5 miles, and
microbursts when the diameter is 2.5 miles or less. They can be either dry or wet downbursts, where the wet downburst
contains precipitation that continues all the way down to the ground, while the precipitation in a dry downburst
evaporates on the way to the ground, decreasing the air temperature and increasing the air speed. In a microburst the
wind speeds are highest near the location where the downdraft reached the surface, and are reduced as they move
outward due to the friction of objects at the surface. Typical damage from downbursts includes uprooted trees, downed
power lines, mobile homes knocked off their foundations, block walls and fences blown down, and porches and
awnings blown off homes.1
Straight-line winds are developed similar to downbursts, but are usually sustained for greater periods as a thunderstorm
reaches the mature stage, traveling parallel to the ground surface at speeds of 75 mph or higher. These winds are
frequently responsible for generating dust storms, sometimes called haboobs, reducing visibility and creating
hazardous driving conditions.
A tornado is a rapidly rotating funnel (or vortex) of air that extends from the cloud to the ground. Most funnel clouds
do not touch the ground, but when the lower tip of the funnel cloud touches the earth it becomes a tornado and can
cause extensive damage. Tornadoes can also form when a dust devil is stretched upward to make contact with a
thunderstorm cloud. For Pima County, tornadoes are the least common severe wind.
History
Pima County has had one (1) state / federal declaration involving severe winds. The combined economic loss of this
event and those not declared is over $29.2 million to property and agriculture in the last 50 years, and there were at
least three (3) deaths and 103 injuries, with most being related to dust storm related accidents on Interstate 10. In
reality, severe wind events occur on a significantly more frequent basis throughout the county, but do not always have
reported damages associated with every event. For example, a search of the NCEI storm event database revealed 120
events for the period of September 2011 through September 2016 when searching for “thunderstorm wind,” “tornado,”
and “high wind”2. However, not all of those events had reports of damages, fatalities, or injuries associated with them.
The following are examples of documented past events that have occurred in recent years:


In June 2009, severe thunderstorm downburst winds caused significant damage at Three Points. Several
mobile homes and nearby sheds were either heavily damaged or destroyed. A more substantial brick veneer
building was also damaged, with varying degrees of roof damage reported to several homes in Three Points.
Several large trees were uprooted completely. Winds from this severe thunderstorm were estimated to be near
85 mph. Three Points Fire reported one injury was received by flying glass, after winds blew out a house
window. Damages were estimated to exceed $150,0002.



In August 2010, local broadcast media reported up to three (3) dozen trees damaged or uprooted in Rancho
Vistoso neighborhood. A few ceramic roof tiles were also blown off homes. In addition, a NWS Employee
reported several trees down in Dove Mountain with one tree leaning up against a home. There was only slight
tile damage to the home. In addition, local broadcast media reported trees and power lines down in Marana at
Interstate 10 and Marana/Trico Road as well as a roof ripped off a mobile home. The Marana Airport also
sustained damage. Two (2) small airplanes were ripped from their tie down chains and were flipped over while

1

Arizona Division of Emergency Management, 2004, State of Arizona All Hazard Mitigation Plan.

2

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016, https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/stormevents/
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Description
The hazard of severe wind encompasses all climatic events that produce damaging winds. For Pima County, severe
winds usually result either from extreme pressure gradients that usually occur in the spring and early summer months,
or from thunderstorms. Thunderstorms can occur year-round and are usually associated with cold fronts in the winter,
monsoon activity in the summer, and tropical storms in the late summer or early fall. Three types of damaging wind
related features typically accompany a thunderstorm, downbursts, straight-line winds, and infrequently, tornadoes.
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Between 2011 and April 2016, there were 73 thunderstorm wind events in Pima County resulting in $4.766
million dollars in damage. On September 10, 2011, 66 mph winds hit a southern portion of Tucson downing
power poles, electric lines, street signs and trees. One (1) trailer park had to be evacuated when a power pole
hit a mobile home, and parts of roofs were blown off. Damage was estimated at $500K3.



On August 16, 2011, 69 mph winds downed trees and 18 power poles in Marana, closing Ina Road and
isolating much of the community. Damage was estimated at $250K3.



On July 4, 2011, 58 mph winds brought trees and power poles across the Tucson area destroying buildings
and tearing off roofs of a number of buildings. Over 20,000 residents were without power and damage was
estimated at $750K3.



On July 15, 2012, 70 mph thunderstorm winds uprooted dozens of trees and snapped numerous power poles.
About 15,000 customers were left without power. In addition, thunderstorm winds blew in a door at the Tucson
Mall, knocking down an interior construction. Damages was estimated at $100K3.



On July 5, 2013, 74 mph thunderstorm winds downed two (2) dozen power poles leaving 8,000 customers
without electrical power. Thirty mobile homes were damaged by winds or downed trees. Two (2) hangar doors
were blown off at the Tucson International Airport. Damage was estimated at $150K3.



On July 13, 2014, 75 mph winds brought down telephone and power poles, trees, blew roofs off two (2) east
side homes, and flipped over a jet at the Davis-Monthan Air Force Base boneyard. Damage was estimated at
$150,000, as the jets were not operational3.



On July 6, 2016, 75 mph thunderstorm winds uprooted dozens of large trees from Winterhaven to Himmel
Park. Many of the trees fell on apartment buildings, houses and vehicles, and the roof of a church suffered
severe wind damage. For some residents, power was not restored until noon on June 27. One (1) person was
electrocuted after coming in contact with a live downed wire but survived. Damage was estimated at $1
million3.

Probability and Magnitude
Most severe wind events are associated with thunderstorms as previously mentioned. According to the NCEI database,
from September 2011 to September 2016, Pima County averaged about 27 severe wind events a year totaling $3.5
million dollars in estimated damages. For that same five-year period, approximately $5.8 million in damages were
estimated3.
The NWS issues a severe thunderstorm watch when conditions are favorable for the development of severe
thunderstorms. The local NWS office considers a thunderstorm severe if it produces hail at least 1 inch in diameter,
wind of 58 mph or higher, or tornadoes. When a watch is issued for a region, residents are encouraged to continue
normal activities but should remain alert for signs of approaching storms, and continue to listen for weather forecasts
and statements from the local NWS office. When a severe thunderstorm has been detected by weather radar or one
has been reported by trained storm spotters, the local NWS office will issue a severe thunderstorm warning. A severe
thunderstorm warning is an urgent message to the affected counties that a severe thunderstorm is imminent. The
warning time provided by a severe thunderstorm watch may only be hours, while a severe thunderstorm warning
typically provides an hour or less warning time. As such, any future climate variability that increases these storms will
increase the probability for damaging winds.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

another plane was blown into a field. A large hangar door was blown off its tracks and a few other hangars
sustained light damage. In the same area, several power poles and lines were downed on Twin Peaks Road
east of N. Sandario Road. Damages were estimated to exceed $100,0002.

Based on the historic record, the probability of tornadoes occurring in Pima County is limited. Since 1950, 21
tornadoes have been observed. Tornado damage severity is measured by the Enhanced Fujita Tornado Scale, which
assigns a numerical value of 0 to 5 based on wind speeds\ with the letters EF preceding the number (e.g., EFO, EF1,
and EF2). All tornadoes in Pima County have been rated at EF2 or lower on the scale but three (3) fatalities and 53

3

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016, https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/stormevents/
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injuries have been attributed to tornadoes. Most tornadoes in southern Arizona last less than 15 minutes, have a path
length of less than one (1) mile and are less than 100 yards in width4.

Table 4-15: CPRI Results for Severe Wind for 2017
Magnitude/
Participating Jurisdiction
Probability
Severity
Marana
Possible
Critical
Oro Valley
Likely
Limited
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Likely
Limited
Sahuarita
Likely
Limited
Tucson
Likely
Limited
Unincorporated Pima
County
Highly Likely
Critical

Warning
Time
6 to 12 hours
< 6 hours
6 to 12 hours
< 6 hours
<6 hours

Duration
< 24 hours
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
<1 week
<6 hours

12-24 hours

< 6 hours

CPRI
Score
2.45
2.65
2.50
2.85
2.65
3.10
2.68

County-wide average CPRI =
Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

Severe wind in Tucson usually follows closely on the tails of the summer monsoon season. While heavy rainfall is
predictable that time of year, and leads to short-term flash flooding, and the community is resilient to these weather
events, severe wind is less predictable with these storms. While the average monsoon storm produces wind gusts
between 45 and 65mph, some stronger storms produce straight line winds over 75mph.
Other storms, especially during the beginning of the monsoon in late July when there is still substantial daily ground
heating, produce what are called microbursts (rapid pressure changes in the upper atmosphere that lead to large air
masses dropping rapidly to the ground creating wind damage in a radius around the storm). Other storms have been
reported near Tucson, with funnel clouds, and while most do not touch the ground, if a funnel cloud were to touch
down and become a tornado, residents and businesses would find themselves vulnerable for wind damage to their
homes and buildings and there would potentially be extreme damage to above ground infrastructure like power
distribution systems.
Unincorporated Pima County’s vulnerability is also because of mainly monsoon-type storms. The Pima County
Department of Transportation is working to reduce the vulnerability of signs and signal poles to severe wind events
such as microbursts. High winds and monsoonal outflows can also damage power lines leading to outages causing
loss of cooling for thousands of residents.
Loss Estimations
Severe wind events are unpredictable and the exposure area includes the entire county. The physical damage, once
incurred, is usually fairly localized and the discrete incident damages are small relative to other types of hazard events.
A thunderstorm microburst wind may knock down miles of power poles and lines and cause economic losses due to
the power outages. The economic impact from a large-scale dust storm that shuts down the Interstate 10 can affect the
local and regional economy and is difficult to quantify. A recent whitepaper by the Making Action Possible at the
University of Arizona, attempts to compare the economic impacts of severe weather events.5 For severe winds, this is
complicated due to the reporting as thunderstorms in the NCEI datasets. Based on the historic record over the last five
(5) years, it is feasible to expect average annual losses of $0.5 to $1.0 million countywide. It is difficult to estimate
losses for individual jurisdictions within the County due to the lack of discrete data.4

4

National Centers for Environmental Information (NCEI), 2016, https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/stormevents/

5

Making Action Possible (MAP). (February 2, 2017). The Economic Impacts of Extreme Weather: Tucson and Southern
Arizona’s Current Risks and Future Opportunities. Tucson, AZ. https://ktar.com/story/1550887/study-extreme-weather-hascost-arizona-3-billion-in-damage-since-2010/
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Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Development Trend Analysis
As severe wind events are relatively unpredictable and imprecise by nature, any further development in the county
may lead to more exposures. However, most vulnerable infrastructure such as power lines are now buried rather than
going overhead. New traffic signaling meets the latest standards from the United States Department of
Transportation’s (USDOT’s) Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) should be less vulnerable to
severe wind by its design. Continued enforcement and implementation of modern building codes to regulate new
developments in conjunction with public education on how to respond to severe wind conditions are arguably the best
way to mitigate against losses.
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Wildfire



Wildland fires occur mainly in areas under federal control, such as national forests and parks, and are fueled
primarily by natural vegetation. Generally, development in these areas is nonexistent, except for roads,
railroads, power lines, and similar features.



Interface or intermix fires occur in areas where both vegetation and structures provide fuel. These are also
referred to as wildland urban interface (WUI) fires. The WUI is commonly described as the zone where
structures and other features of human development meet and intermingle with undeveloped wildland or
vegetative fuels1.



Firestorms occur during extreme weather (e.g., high temperatures, low humidity, and high winds) with such
intensity that fire suppression is virtually impossible. These events typically burn until the conditions change
or the fuel is exhausted.



Prescribed fires and prescribed natural fires are intentionally set or natural fires that are allowed to burn
for beneficial purposes.

The following three factors contribute significantly to wildfire behavior and, as detailed more fully later, they can be
used to identify wildfire hazard areas:


Topography: As slope increases, the rate of wildfire spread increases. South facing slopes are also subject
to greater solar radiation, making them drier and thereby intensifying wildfire behavior. However, ridgetops
may mark the end of wildfire spread, since fire spreads more slowly or may even be unable to spread
downhill.



Fuel: Wildfires spread based on the type and quantity of available flammable material, referred to as the
fuel load. The basic characteristics of fuel include size and shape, arrangement and moisture content. Each
fuel is assigned a burn index (the estimated amount of potential energy released during a fire), an estimate
of the effort required to contain a wildfire, and an expected flame length.



Weather: The most variable factor affecting wildfire behavior is weather. Important weather variables are
temperature, humidity, wind, and lightning. Weather events ranging in scale from localized thunderstorms
to large fronts can have major effects on wildfire occurrence and behavior. Extreme weather, such as high
temperatures and low humidity, can lead to extreme wildfire activity. By contrast, cooling and higher
humidity often signals reduced wildfire occurrence and easier containment. Wind has probably the largest
impact on a wildfire’s behavior, and is the most unpredictable. Winds supply the fire with additional oxygen,
further dry potential fuel, and push fire across the land at a quicker pace.

The frequency and severity of wildfires is also impacted by other hazards, such as lightning, drought, and infestations
(e.g., Pine Bark Beetle). In Arizona, these hazards combine with the three other wildfire contributors noted above
(topography, fuel, weather) to present an on-going and significant hazard across much of Arizona.
If not promptly controlled, wildfires may grow into an emergency or disaster. Even small fires can threaten lives,
resources, and destroy improved properties. It is also important to note that in addition to affecting people, wildfires
may severely affect livestock and pets. Such events may require the emergency feeding, shelter, evacuation, and
increased event-caused deaths and burying of animals.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Description
A wildfire is an uncontrolled fire spreading through vegetative fuels, exposing and possibly consuming structures.
They often begin unnoticed, spread quickly, and are usually signaled by dense smoke. Wildfires can be human-caused
through acts such as arson, campfires, or the improper burning of debris, or can be caused by natural events such as
lightning. Wildfires can be categorized into four types:

The indirect effects of wildfires can also be catastrophic. In addition to stripping the land of vegetation and destroying
forest resources, large, intense fires can harm the soil, waterways and the land itself. Soil exposed to intense heat may
lose its capability to absorb moisture and support life. Exposed soils erode quickly and enhance siltation of rivers and
1

Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan, 2013: http://webcms.pima.gov/cms/One.aspx?pageId=45265
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streams thereby enhancing flood potential, harming aquatic life and degrading water quality. Lands stripped of
vegetation are also subject to increased landslide hazards.



In May of 2002, the Bullock Fire started in Bullock Canyon in the Catalina Mountains on the Coronado
National Forest. The fire started on May 21 and continued through June 10. It was suspected to be human
induced. The fire burned 30,563 acres along with two (2) cabins and several outbuildings. The residents of
Summerhaven were evacuated on May 25 and Catalina Highway closed on May 22. The fire also threatened
Mt. Bigelow which had several telecommunication towers and two (2) telescopes, however, fire fighters were
able to contain the fire a half of a mile away. The entire firefight costs were estimated to be $14.3 million2.



In June of 2003, the Aspen Fire was started by human causes on June 17, 2003 and burned for about a month
on Mount Lemmon, which is part of the Santa Catalina Mountains located in the Coronado National Forest
north of Tucson. The fire burned 84,750 acres of land, and destroyed 333 homes and businesses in the
community of Summerhaven. Electric lines, phone lines, water facilities, streets and sewers were also
damaged. Total property damages were estimated to exceed $66 million. Firefight costs were estimated to
exceed $17 million, and the Forest Service spent an estimated $2.7 million dollars to prevent soil loss. The
losses in terms of timber for future lumber are estimated at $33 million. In 2002, the year before the fire started,
Congress had been requested to allocate about $2,000,000 to cover the implementation of fire prevention
measures in the Coronado National Forest. However, that allocation was reduced to about $150,000 in the
Congressional budget process. A presidential disaster declaration (FEMA-1477-DR) was made on July 14,
2003.3



In June of 2009, the Elk Horn Fire was started by human causes and an area 26 miles southwest of Three
Points, Arizona. The fire started June 11, 2009 and was contained on June 22, 2009. The fire burned a total
23,440 acres with $1M plus in fire suppression costs and five (5) reported injuries related to firefight efforts.

Probability and Magnitude
The probability and magnitude of wildfire incidents for Pima County are influenced by numerous factors including
vegetation densities, previous burn history, hydrologic conditions, climatic conditions such as temperature, humidity,
and wind, ignition source (human or natural), topographic aspect and slope, and remoteness of area. Wildfire risk for
Pima County was mapped based on the data revised for the 2013 Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan
(PCCWPP)4. Pima County and participating jurisdictions and organizations developed the PCCWPP to help local
governments, fire departments and districts, and residents identify at-risk public and private lands to protect those
lands from a severe wildfire threat.
The PCCWPP identified two (2) models of wildland fuel hazards to represent a typical year of rainfall and an
extraordinarily heavy rainfall year to present a range of wildland fuel hazards across the County. Each model divided
the fuel hazard into three (3) categories, high, medium and low, and accounted for previous burn areas and the major
buffelgrass concerns.
Climate variability may have a positive or negative effect on wildfire risk in the future. Wildfire risk is intertwined
with risk of drought in Pima County as well. Figure 4-14 shows the Wildfire hazard potential for Pima County.

2

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

History
Wildfires have a prominent history in Pima County. Pima County has been included in 17 state and federal wildfire
disaster declarations, none of which has occurred since the writing of the 2012 plan. There have been three (3) wildfires
that burned more than 10,000 acres in the last fifteen years in Pima County:

National Wildfire Coordination Group, 2016, Historical ICS 209 reports at: http://fam.nwcg.gov/fam-web/hist_209/report_list_209

3

Arizona Division of Emergency Management, 2013, State of Arizona Multi-Hazard Mitigation Plan; National Wildfire Coordination Group,
2010, Historical ICS 209 reports at: http://fam.nwcg.gov/fam-web/hist_209/report_list_209 ;
4

Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan 2013, http://webcms.pima.gov/cms/One.aspx?pageId=45265
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Vulnerability

Participating Jurisdiction
Marana
Oro Valley
Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Sahuarita
Tucson
Unincorporated Pima County

Probability
Possible
Likely
Likely
Possible
Likely
Highly
Likely

Magnitude/
Severity
Critical
Critical
Limited
Limited
Negligible
Critical

Warning
Time
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
< 6 hours
< 6 hours

Duration
< 1 week
> 1 week
< 24 hours
< 24 hours
<6 hours

CPRI
Score
2.70
3.25
2.75
2.30
2.35

< 6 hours
> 1 week
County-wide average CPRI =

3.70
2.84

Jurisdictions in bold chose the hazard for mitigation in 2017 plan.

There has not been a significant WUI event in Marana, but the possibility does exist. The areas of wildland-urban
interface (WUI) fire risk in the Town of Marana have been identified. The threat areas primarily consist of the foothills
areas of the Tucson and Tortolita Mountains, and the Santa Cruz wash. The threat of a WUI event is directly linked
to light fuel vegetation growth, which in turn is tied to rainfall. Without a significant presence of these light fuels
(annuals), it is difficult for a fire to carry over a significant distance. The immediate threat would be a WUI event that
starts in the Santa Cruz wash due to vegetation overgrowth, causing flying brands or embers to be broadcast over a
wide area. Additionally, in times of higher than average rainfall, the Tortolitas (Dove Mountain area) may see an
increased WUI potential, but there are natural and fabricated breaks that would provide for a buffer between any
residential or business property.
The Town of Oro Valley is susceptible to wildfires due to the border with the Santa Catalina Mountains to the east.
On the east side of SR77 in Oro Valley, the homes and businesses are at higher risk to fires due to the proximity to
the Catalina’s and without major fire breaks like a highway. A fire could potentially burn down the mountain causing
concern for homes or businesses located close to those areas. Additionally, wildfires can be more localized due to
vegetation overgrowth in washes, buffelgrass, and other available fuels for potential burns. Fire events cause concern
to Oro Valley residents on a macro level due to air quality concerns, close proximity to the mountains, and the potential
of high visibility fire resources and staging areas for fire crews. Because of the vulnerability to wildfires, regular
mitigation projects are identified, prioritized, and completed. This includes the adoption of the PCCWPP, strategic
location of wildland crews (GRFD Station #370) to be centralized to potential wildfire threats, and creation of
firebreaks in critical areas including along the boundaries of state land surrounding Catalina State Park.
The Pascua Yaqui Tribe’s vulnerability to wildland fire is mainly through the wildland fire urban interface. Tribal
residences and businesses are situated within areas of natural desert vegetation. In general, brushfires are smaller than
three acres. The Tribe is a signee on the PCCWPP and has mutual aid agreements with fire departments in the
immediate area and have a cooperative agreement with the BIA in addition to having access to the Tribal Nations
Response Team (TNRT).
Unincorporated Pima County is vulnerable for WUI fires in addition to fires on Federal or state land holdings due to
high populations living in unincorporated areas in or near the Coronado National Forest, Saguaro National Parks East
and West and other open spaces where fuels are moderate to high. The PCCWPP highlights the high population atrisk communities adjacent to public lands administered by the Bureau of Land Management, the National Park Service,
and the Coronado National Forest as well as state and county properties. The PCCWPP also contains information on
WUI areas in accordance with the Arizona State Forestry Department’s guidance. Within 5,877,578 acres, there are
1,579,699 acres designated as WUI with 42% of the WUI being privately held.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 4-16: CPRI Results for Wildfire for 2017

Loss Estimations
The Pima County CWPP will be used as a resource to help coordinate long-term interagency mitigation of catastrophic
wildfire events in at-risk communities within Pima County. The PCCWPP Core Teams established specific goals for
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wildland fire prevention and loss mitigation, but did not address loss estimation, as it is specific to the area
characteristics.

Risk-influencing factors of developed land and other infrastructures within the area of highest flammability were given
the highest priority for protection. In areas where community values occur within or adjacent to areas of high risk due
to the fuel hazards of vegetation associations, a cumulative risk from catastrophic wildland fire was created.
Loss estimations from the 2012 plan were not redone for the 2017 plan for wildfire. In 2012 $0.41 and $1.27 billion
in countywide critical facilities are exposed to a high hazard subsidence, with estimated losses of $82.8 and $63.3
million, respectively. An additional $2.89 and $10.87 billion in county-wide Census 2010 residential housing units
are estimated to be exposed to a high and medium wildfire hazard. Regarding human vulnerability, 2.62% of the total
countywide population was potentially exposed to a high hazard wildfire event. Similarly, 11.62 percent of the total
countywide population was exposed to a medium wildfire hazard. Typically, deaths and injuries not related to
firefighting activities are rare.
There is a potential for large economic impacts from wildland fires due to business loss, population displacement, and
loss of habitat and recreational opportunities among other things. Wildfire suppression costs can be substantial. The
recent Sawmill Fire in Pima County burned over 46,991 acres and costs were estimated at over $7,300,000.6
Development Trend Analysis
By its very definition, the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) represents the fringe of urban development as it intersects
with the natural environment. As previously discussed, wildfire risks are significant for a sizeable portion of the
county. Any future development will only increase the WUI areas and expand the potential exposure of structures to
wildfire hazards. In Pima County, developments tend to create a clear line of demarcation between the wildland fuels
and the built environment. The 2013 PCCWPP analyzed community development throughout the county and found a
mix of high-density, single-family, and multi-acre parcels. Development of isolated subdivisions or with more
dispersed structure development, such as 1 to 3 acre parcels, are at the highest risk.7

5

Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan. (2013). Pima County Office of Emergency Management.
http://webcms.pima.gov/cms/One.aspx?pageId=45265

6

Sawmill Fire Executive Summary. (May 2, 2017). Southwest Area Incident Management Team#1. https://sites.google.com/site/swaimt1/

7

Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan. (2013). Pima County Office of Emergency Management.
http://webcms.pima.gov/cms/One.aspx?pageId=45265
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The analysis in the PCCWPP includes all risk factors required by the Arizona State Forestry Department. The areas
of concern for wildland fuel hazards, risk of ignition and wildfire occurrence, local preparedness, and protection
capabilities and loss of community values are evaluated to determine areas of highest wildland fire risk within Pima
County. The analysis area included all of Pima County, including tribal lands. The initial analysis depicted all areas
within the county at risk for unwanted wildland fire. Subsequent to the initial analysis, the Core Teams identified each
Pima County community WUI in accordance with the Arizona State Forestry Division’s guidance.5
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Source: USDA Forest Service, Fire Modeling Institute, 2014

Figure 4-14: Wildfire Hazard Potential Pima County
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SECTION 5: MITIGATION STRATEGY
5.2

Hazard Mitigation Goal and Objectives

The mitigation strategy provides the “what, when, and how” of actions that will reduce or possibly remove the
community’s exposure to hazard risks. The three primary components of the mitigation strategy are:
I.

Goals and Objectives (See Section 5.2)

II. Capability Assessment (See Section 5.3)
A reassessment of the goals and objectives was made with the planning team at the suggestion of the Arizona State
Mitigation Planner. The Team considered the following before revising the goals for 2017:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Do the goals and objectives identified in the 2012 Plan reflect the updated risk assessment?
Did the goals and objectives identified in the 2012 Plan lead to mitigation projects and changes to
policy that helped the jurisdiction(s) to reduce vulnerability?
Do the goals and objectives identified in the 2012 Plan support any changes in mitigation priorities?
Are the goals and objectives identified in the 2012 Plan reflective of current State goals?

Upon consideration, the goal was simplified and objectives were refined to help focus jurisdictions on true mitigation
actions.
Goal


Reduce or eliminate the risk to people and property from natural hazards.



Objective 1: Reduce or eliminate risks that threaten life, critical facilities, and infrastructure.



Objective 2: Promote hazard mitigation activities by increasing public awareness and education of
hazards and risks.



Objective 3: Integrate mitigation into planning efforts, capital improvement, grants and funding,
multijurisdictional collaboration efforts, and training and exercising.

Objectives

5.3

Capability Assessment

An important component of the Mitigation Strategy is a review of each participating jurisdictions’ resources in order
to identify, evaluate, and enhance the capacity of local resources to mitigate the effects of hazards. The capability
assessment is comprised of several components:


Legal and Regulatory Review – a review of the legal and regulatory capabilities, including
ordinances, codes, plans, manuals, guidelines, and technical reports that address hazard mitigation
activities.



Technical Staff and Personnel – this assessment evaluated and describes the administrative and
technical capacity of the jurisdiction’s staff and personnel resources.



Fiscal Capability – this element summarizes each jurisdiction’s fiscal capability to provide the
financial resources to implement the mitigation strategy.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

III. Mitigation Actions/Projects and Implementation Strategy (See Section 5.4)

The Planning Team reviewed the information provided in the 2012 Plan. The Planning Team chose to keep the format
of the tables summarizing the administrative, technical, and fiscal capabilities. Each jurisdiction also has a table to
summarize the legal and regulatory capabilities by summarizing and identifying the codes, ordinances, plans, and
studies/reports used by the jurisdiction, as well as identify the appropriate agency/department with responsibility for
maintaining and updating those documents. Each jurisdiction was asked to update their tables and pare down any
unnecessary information. Additionally, each jurisdiction will continually seek out opportunities to be involved with
other planning, policy development, or ordinance development that could be beneficial to improving and

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

106

Packet Pg. 210

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

implementing mitigation actions. Section 6.3 contains specific jurisdictional actions in the section discussing
incorporation into future planning activities.

Table 5-1: Pima County Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Description
Hazard Mitigation

CODES



ORDINANCES





PLANS,
MANUALS,
and GUIDELINES








STUDIES



2006 International Building, Property
Maintenance, Fuel Gas, Plumbing,
Mechanical, Energy Conservation,
Residential and Wildland-Urban
Interface Code
2005 National Electrical Code
Pima County Code of Ordinances
• Title 7, Environmental Quality
• Title 8, Health & Safety
• Title 9, Public Peace, Morals &
Welfare
• Title 15, Buildings & Construction
• Title 16, Floodplain and Erosion
Hazard Management Ordinance
(2010)
• Title 17, Air Quality Control
• Title 18, Zoning
Pima County Hazard Mitigation Plan
(2012)
Stormwater Detention/Retention
Manual (1984)
Pima County Community Wildfire
Protection Plan (2013)
Drainage and Channel Design
Standards for Local Drainage Manual
(1984)
Technical Policies (Interpretation of the
Title 16 and Other Regulatory
Documents)
Sonoran Desert Conservation Plan
(2011)
Pima County Sustainability Program
Pima County Comprehensive Plan
(2015)
Pima County Drought Response Plan
and Water Wasting Ordinance (2014
Amended)
1999 Flood Insurance Study, Pima
County Unincorporated Areas
FEMA DFIRM Maps (FEMA, Effective
date of June 2011)

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Responsible Department/Agency











Development Services
Facilities Management
Department of Environmental
Quality
Natural Resources, Parks &
Recreation
Facilities Management
Wastewater Management
Department of Environmental
Quality
Regional Flood Control
District
Health Department




Development Services
Regional Flood Control
District



Pima County Regional Flood
Control District

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Jurisdictional Capabilities
Tables 5-1 through 5-19 summarize the legal and regulatory mitigation capability for each participating jurisdiction.
Information provided includes a brief listing of current codes, mitigation relevant ordinances, plans, and
studies/reports. There are three tables for each jurisdiction summarizing the legal and regulatory capabilities, staff and
personnel resources, and the fiscal capability and budgetary tools available to each.
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Table 5-1: Pima County Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Description
Hazard Mitigation


2017

Responsible Department/Agency

Special Floodplain Studies available at
Pima County Floodplain Studies

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with
knowledge of land development and land
management practices



Development Services, Department of Transportation
(PCDOT), Regional Flood Control District (PCRFCD),
Wastewater, Solid Waste, Natural Resources and Parks

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to
buildings and infrastructure



Development Services, PCDOT, Wastewater

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with and
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards



Development Services, PCDOT, PCRFCD, Wastewater,
Natural Resources and Parks, Health Department




PCRFCD, Development Services

Floodplain Manager
Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to
assess the community’s vulnerability to
hazards



Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS



Scientists familiar with the hazards of
the community
Emergency manager





Grant writer(s)

PCDOT, PCRFCD, Natural Resources and Parks
Development Services, PCDOT, Facilities Management,
Health Department, Community Services, Sheriff’s
Department, Natural Resources and Parks, Risk Management,
PCRFCD
Development Services, PCDOT, PCRFCD, Wastewater,
Facilities Management, Sheriff’s Department, Natural
Resources and Parks, Information Technology
Health Department, Wastewater, Medical Examiner, Sheriff’s
Department
Office of Emergency Management (OEM)
OEM, Development Services, Health Department, Cultural
Resources

Table 5-3: Pima County Fiscal Capabilities
Financial Resources
Community Development Block Grants
Capital Improvements Project funding
Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes
Fees for water, sewer, gas, or electric service
Impact fees for homebuyers or new
developments/homes
Incur debt through general obligation bonds
Incur debt through special tax bonds

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t Know)
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Comments

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-2: Pima County Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position

Yes
Yes
Yes
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Responsible
Department/Agency






Building Safety
Planning
Engineering
Fire






Legal
Council
Town Manager
Emergency Management
Coordinator



Emergency Management
Coordinator
Pima County Regional
Flood Control District



Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-4: Marana Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Description
Hazard Mitigation
 Marana Town Code (date varies by code)
 2016 Land Development Code
 2012 International Building Code with
amendments additional IBC Amendments
 2012 International Residential Code with
amendments additional IRC Amendments
 2012 International Mechanical Code with
amendments
 2012 International Plumbing Code with
CODES
amendments
 2012 International Energy Conservation Code
with amendments
 2012 International Property Maintenance Code
with amendments
 2011 National Electrical Code with amendments
 2012 International Fire Code with amendments
 2012 International Fuel Gas Code
 2009 ICC A117-1 – Accessible & Useable
Buildings and Facilities
 Res 2006- 174 – Approving & Authorizing Pima
County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation
Plan
 Res 2016-004, Sub grantee for funding for 2016
Arizona Department of Homeland Security
Program Ordinance
 Resolution 2012-077 Approval of MOU with
ORDINANCES,
Red Cross for preparing for and responding to
RESOLUTIONS
disasters
 Resolution No. 2012-074 Approval of
Emergency Operations Plan
 Resolution 2014-056 Approval of Pima County
Community Wildlife Protection Plan
 Resolution 2014-109 Approval of Arizona
Mutual Aid Compact
PLANS, MANUALS, and  Town of Marana Emergency Operations Plan
GUIDELINES
2012
 Applicable Special Floodplain Studies available
STUDIES
at Pima County Floodplain Studies

2017
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Planner(s) or engineer(s) with knowledge
of land development and land
management practices



Department of Public Works, Subdivision Engineering
Department

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to buildings
and infrastructure



Department of Public Works, Manager Construction Mgmt.
Div.

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with and
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards



Department of Public Works, Manager Environmental
Engineering Div.







Department of Public Works, Subdivision Engineering
Department
GIS Department

Floodplain Manager
Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to assess
the community’s vulnerability to hazards
Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS
Scientists familiar with the hazards of the
community
Emergency Management Coordinator




Grant writer(s)

Police Department
GIS Department/GIS Manager and Staff
Town Engineer, Water Director, Public Works Director,
Planning & Building Director, Fire Marshall
Police Department
Community Development

Table 5-6: Marana Fiscal Capabilities
Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t Know)
Yes
Yes

Financial Resources
Community Development Block Grants
Capital Improvements Project funding
Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes

Yes

Fees for water, sewer, gas, or electric service

Yes

Impact fees for homebuyers
developments/homes

Yes

or

new

Incur debt through general obligation bonds

Yes

Incur debt through special tax bonds

Yes

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Comments
Community Development
Capital Improvement Program
Mayor & Council, Finance
Department
Marana Water Department – Water
& Sewer
Mayor & Council, Finance
Department
Mayor & Council, Finance
Department
Mayor & Council, Finance
Department

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-5: Marana Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position

110

Packet Pg. 214

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Responsible
Department/Agency



and Public Works
(CDPW)



Golder Ranch Fire
District
CDPW














Pima County
Regional Flood
Control District
Tucson
Golder Ranch
CDPW
Finance
Water Utility

FEMA
Pima County
Regional Flood
Control District
CDPW

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-7: Oro Valley Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Description
Hazard Mitigation
 2012 International Building, Residential,
Plumbing, Mechanical, Energy Conservation,
Property Maintenance, Fire and Gas Code
 National Electrical Code (2011)
CODES
 Americans with Disabilities Act Accessible
Guidelines (2010)
 Oro Valley Zoning Code, Revised (2016)
 Oro Valley Town Code, Chapters 6, 7, 15 & 17
 Oro Valley Floodplain and Erosion Hazard
Management Ordinance (2005)
 Oro Valley Storm Water Management and
Discharge Control Ordinance, Article 15-24
(2008)
ORDINANCES
 Environmental Sensitive Lands Regulations,
27.10
 Zoning Code adopted by Ordinance includes:
Hillside Development Zone, 24.2; and Airport
Environs Zone, 24.8 (2011)
 US Army Corps of Engineers, Federal Highway
Administration, “State Standard 7-98
Watercourse Bank Stabilization”
 Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan (2012)
 Pima County DOT Stormwater
Detention/Retention Manual
PLANS, MANUALS, and  Oro Valley General Plan (2016)
 Capital Investment Plan (2010)
GUIDELINES
 Oro Valley Subdivision Street Standards
 Tucson Design Manual
 Drainage Criteria Manual (2010)
 Pima County Community Wildfire Protection
Plan (2013)
 Pima County Navigable Waters and Flood Plains
 Oro Valley emergency management plans
 FEMA Flood Plain Maps as updated
 FEMA Flood Delineation Studies as updated
 Oro Valley Stormwater Utility Drainage and
STUDIES
LOMR Studies (Various)
 FEMA DFIRM Maps (June 2011)
 Applicable Special Floodplain Studies available
at Pima County Floodplain Studies

2017
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Planner(s) or engineer(s) with knowledge
of land development and land
management practices



Community Development and Public Works

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to buildings
and infrastructure



Community Development and Public Works

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with and
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards



Community Development and Public Works, Oro Valley
Police Department, Water Utility



Community Development and Public Works




Community Development and Public Works, Oro Valley
Police Department, Water Utility
Community Development and Public Works





Oro Valley Police Department

Floodplain Manager
Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to assess
the community’s vulnerability to hazards
Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS
Scientists familiar with the hazards of the
community
Emergency manager
Grant writer(s)
Others

Various departments
Town staff trained in NIMS and ICS

Table 5-9: Oro Valley Fiscal Capabilities
Financial Resources
Community Development Block Grants
Capital Improvements Project funding
Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes
Fees for water, sewer, gas, electric service,
and stormwater
Impact fees for homebuyers or new
developments/homes
Incur debt through general obligation bonds
Incur debt through special tax bonds

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t Know)
Yes
Yes
Yes

Comments

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-8: Oro Valley Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position
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Table 5-10: Pascua Yaqui Tribe Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Description
Hazard Mitigation
 International Building Code – 2012 and revisions
and amendments per Tribal Resolution. The 2015
will be adopted as released.
CODES
 International Fire Code – 2012 and subsequent
amendments and revisions
 NFPA Standards – current codes and standard and
revisions and amendments per Tribal Resolution
 Zoning Ordinance (similar to Pima County)
ORDINANCES
 Reference county and state ordinances
 Salt River Wildland Fire Management Plan – 2012
PLANS, MANUALS, and
 Pima County Hazard Mitigation Plan – 2012
GUIDELINES
 Pascua Yaqui Tribe Flood Control Project Plan –
2016
 Environmental and Floodplain Studies for new
facilities
STUDIES
 Endangered Species List study
 Applicable Special Floodplain Studies available at
Pima County Floodplain Studies

2017

Responsible
Department/Agency
 Fire Department
 Facilities and Housing
Department
 Land Department/
Development Services
 Fire Department
 Land Department/
Development Services
 Land Department/
Development Services
 Pima County Regional
Flood Control District

Table 5-11: Pascua Yaqui Tribe Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position
Planner(s) or engineer(s) with knowledge
of land development and land
management practices



Land Department/Development Services – Director
Procurement Department – Construction Manager

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to buildings
and infrastructure



Facilities and Housing Department – Director, Inspectors
Procurement Department – Construction Manager
Outside consultants as needed

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with an
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards



Fire Department – Fire Chief








Health Department – Risk Manager

Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to assess
the community’s vulnerability to hazards
Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS
Scientists familiar with the hazards of the
community
Emergency manager
Grant writer(s)
Other(s)

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Land Department/Development Services – GIS Analyst
Outside consultants as needed

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)
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Police Department – Police Chief
Tribal Grants/Contracts
Tribal Public Safety personnel trained in NIMS and ICS,
outside consultants
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Capital Improvements Project funding

Yes

Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes

Yes

Fees for water, sewer, gas, or electric service
Impact fees for homebuyers or new
developments/homes
Incur debt through general obligation bonds
Incur debt through special tax bonds

No

No

Comments
Developed based on availability of funds.
Rolling 5-year basis.
PYT does not have the legal capability to
impose fees. These fees are all imposed
by non-Tribal utility providers. The Tribe
would have the authority to tax these
utility service fees, but currently does not.
PYT has the legal capability to impose
fees but currently does not.

Yes
Yes

The Tribe has this capability, but the
taxes collected by the Tribe are probably
not sufficient, and never will be
sufficient, to support bonds based upon
those possible tax streams.

Current and past financial sources available to the Tribe for hazard mitigation planning and projects include potential
disaster and mitigation funds through FEMA (Public Assistance, HMGP, and PDM funds), programs established
through the Indian Self Determination Act (Public Law 93-638), casino and tribal enterprise revenues, and various
departmental operation budgets. Other potential sources of funds may include the U.S. Department of Interior (Bureau
of Reclamation, Bureau of Indian Affairs, U.S. Geological Survey, Bureau of Land Management), U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers, U.S. Housing and Urban Development, U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (Indian Health
Service), and the U.S. Department of Agriculture (U.S. Forest Service, Natural Resources Conservation Service), State
of Arizona (Governor’s Office of Economic Development, Arizona Department of Transportation, Arizona
Department of Housing, Arizona Department of Health Services), Pima Association of Governments, and other
federal, state and local sources. All grants are tracked through the Grants Department at the Tribe and over 21
departments utilize grant funds of one type or another.
Tribal Pre- and Post-Disaster Hazard Management
In addition to Tables, the Pascua Yaqui Tribe is required to summarize and evaluate pre- and post-disaster hazard
management to satisfy the §201.7 Tribal Planning capability assessment requirements. Accordingly, Table 5-3-14
summarizes hazard mitigation and pre- and post-disaster hazard management practices and roles that are currently
accomplished through several Pascua Yaqui Tribe departments and programs.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-12: Pascua Yaqui Tribe Fiscal Capabilities
Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t
Financial Resources
Know)
Community Development Block Grants
Yes

2017
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Table 5-13: Mitigation Responsibilities for the Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Department or Agency
Hazard Mitigation and Disaster Management Activities
 General emergency oversight
Office of the Chairman
 General development oversight
 Final approval for all pre-disaster planning, projects and funding allocation
Tribal Council
for pre- and post-disaster hazard management activities.
 Regulates land use and development including zoning and flood
management.
Land Department
 Lead planning department for all tribal development including flood
control, transportation, and other physical improvements on the reservation.
 Shared emergency management role with Police Department
 Emergency response and mitigation responsibilities regarding fire and
HazMat.
 Hazmat awareness and operations, but not technical response for removal
or clean up.
 Wildland fire awareness and operations
Fire Department
 CERT Team collaboration
 Part of the AZ Mutual Aid Compact (AZMAC)
 Pima County Fire Chiefs Mutual Aid Agreement
 Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan
 Tribal Salt River Region Fuel Management Plan
 Control of disease and outbreak incidents
 Dispensing of medication and anti-viral vaccines through points of
distribution and points of dispensing.
Health Department
 Public awareness and public service announcements in collaboration with
the local radio station.
 Conduct training for hazard related issues and incidents
 CERT Team leadership
 Shared emergency management role with Fire Department
 Response and mitigation for many of the human-caused hazards related to
Police Department
the civil population and terrorism
 Enforcement of tribal law
 Participates in a regional SWAT team
 Maintain and operate heavy equipment for response to disaster related needs
Facilities Management
 Maintain electricians on staff
 Responsibility for emergency shut-off of water mains
 Maintain a 24/7 on-call capability
 Emergency and other purchases
Procurement Department
 Maintenance of emergency generators
Indian Health Services –
 Emergency response and post-disaster needs assessments for mitigation and
Office of Engineering and
recovery.
Environmental Health
 Mutual aid cooperative agreement with PYT for fire response and financial
BIA
assistance.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY
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The Pascua Yaqui Tribe has several programs and policies in-place to provide for effective hazard mitigation, as is
summarized in the applicable tables. For the 2017 Plan, the Tribe pulled together a Local Planning Team consisting
of their Facilities, Housing, Enrollment, Health, Law Enforcement, Procurement, and Land Departments and included
the Casino CEO. The Tribal Planning Team performed an evaluation/assessment of the information summarized, and
noted the following regarding successes, gaps, opportunities and changes over the last plan cycle:
Regarding pre- and post-disaster hazard management policies, programs, and capabilities, the tribal planning
team:
o

Identified the ongoing need for the development and implementation of an emergency response
plan.

o

Identified a need for continued resources to respond to a human-caused incident at the AVA
entertainment facility and casino.

o

Found that the current mutual aid agreements were proving effective in providing additional
response capacity

o

The management of flood related hazards is by far the most prominent hazard mitigation need for
the Tribe due to the reservation being wholly situated within a 100-year floodplain and subject to
regular flooding. There is a serious need for flood control related funding and projects.



There has been no significant change in the Tribe’s policies related to development in hazard prone areas
over the 2012 Plan cycle other than to regulate to the 100-year floodplain using the data and
recommendations of the Pascua Yaqui Tribe Flood Control Project.



Specific hazard management capabilities of the tribe that have changed since approval of the previous plan
include:
o

New BIA, Pima Fire Chiefs, Pima County Wildfire Protection Plan, Arizona Mutual Aid Compact
and SWAT cooperative/mutual aid agreements have been developed.

o

The Pascua Yaqui Tribe Flood Control Project Plan became available for flood management use.
The plan is delivered in phases with completion of phase 2 concluding in October 2016 and
activities will continue.

o

CERT team collaboration.

Upon receipt of a presidential disaster declaration, the Tribe will work with FEMA to develop two (2) post-disaster
hazard management tools:
1) Public Assistance Administration Plan; and
2) Hazard Mitigation Grant Program Administration Plan. Both plans will be used by the Tribe to identify the
roles and responsibilities of the Tribe in administering the FEMA Public Assistance (PA) and Hazard
Mitigation Grant Programs (HMGP), and to outline staffing requirements and the policies and procedures to
be used. As result of developing these plans and revising this Plan, Tribal resources will improve hazard
management and mitigation planning.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)



116

Packet Pg. 220

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

Table 5-14: Sahuarita Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Description

Responsible
Department/Agency


CODES

ORDINANCES





Sahuarita Town Code, as amended
2012 Series of International Codes (Chapter 15.05
of the Town Code), as amended
2011 National Electric Code, as amended




Floodplain Management Ordinance, as amended
Aquifer Protection permit #103602






Pima County Hazard Mitigation Plan (2012)
Lee Moore Wash Basin Management, as amended
Town of Sahuarita General Plan (2015)
Specific Development Plans
• Madera Highlands
• La Joya Verde
• Quail Creek
• Sahuarita Farms
• Rancho Sahuarita
Strategic Plan for Economic Development (2009)
Strategic Plan, as amended
Capital Improvement Plan (5-Year Rolling Plan
Updated Annually)
Strategic Plan for Emergency Preparedness 2011

PLANS,
MANUALS,
and GUIDELINES




STUDIES



Applicable Special Floodplain Studies available at
Pima County Floodplain Studies














Planning &
Building Safety
Police
Public Works
Green Valley
Fire District
Rural/Metro
Fire District
Public Works
Water
Reclamation

Planning &
Building Safety
Public Works
Police
Department

Pima County
Regional Flood
Control District

Table 5-15: Sahuarita Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position
Planner(s) or engineer(s) with knowledge
of land development and land
management practices



Public Works Director, Planning Director, Building Official

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to buildings
and infrastructure



Public Works Director, Building Official

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with and
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards



Public Works Director, Planning Director, Building Official





Public Works Director

Floodplain Manager
Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to assess
the community’s vulnerability to hazards
SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY
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Regulatory Tools for
Hazard Mitigation

Contract firm
Public Works Director, Planning & Building Director, Police
Chief
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Table 5-15: Sahuarita Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position

Grant writer(s)






Contract Firm for Planning and Public Works Department
Public Works Director, Planning & Building Director, Fire
Marshall
Police Department
Police Department, Public Works, Parks and Recreation
Department, Office of the Town Manager

Table 5-16: Sahuarita Fiscal Capabilities
Financial Resources
Community Development Block Grants
Capital Improvements Project funding
Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes

Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t Know)
Yes
Yes
Yes

Fees for water, sewer, gas, or electric service

Yes

Impact fees for homebuyers or new
developments/homes
Incur debt through general obligation bonds
Incur debt through special tax bonds
Other/Construction Sales Tax

Comments
Multi-year CIP Program
None
Sewer connection/hook-up fees, no
other for Town

Yes

None, see “other” below

Yes
Yes

Only when necessary
None
Levied for each new home built in
community

Yes

Table 5-17: Tucson Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Regulatory Tools for
Hazard Mitigation

CODES

Description
 2012 International Building Code amendments
(w/la)
 2011 National Electrical Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Energy
Conservation Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Existing
Building Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Fuel Gas
Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Mechanical
Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Plumbing
Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Residential
Code (w/la)
 Amendments to the 2012 International Fire Code
(w/la)
 City of Tucson/Pima County Outdoor Lighting
Code
 Tucson Unified Development Code (UDC)

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Responsible
Department/Agency

 Planning and
Development
Services

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS
Scientists familiar with the hazards of the
community
Emergency manager
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Table 5-17: Tucson Legal and Regulatory Capabilities
Description

ORDINANCES

 Tucson Code of Ordinance (date varies by
ordinance)

PLANS, MANUALS,
and GUIDELINES

 Pima County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan (2012)
 “Plan Tucson”, the City of Tucson General &
Sustainability Plan (2013)
 Tucson Emergency Operations Plan (2014)
 Design Standards Manual for Water (2005)
 National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP)
Regulations
 Pima Association of Governments (PAG) Standard
Specifications and Details for Public Improvements
(2014)
 Third-party Plan Review Policies and Standards
available online, date varies
 Tucson Climate Mitigation Report (2011)

STUDIES







FEMA DFIRM Maps (September, 2012)
Flood Insurance Studies (FIS)
Tucson Climate Impact Study (2012)
Applicable Special Floodplain Studies available at
Pima County Floodplain Studies

Responsible
Department/Agency
 City Manager
 City Manager
 COT Office of
Emergency Mgt.
& Homeland
Security
 Pima County
OEM
 Tucson Water
 Tucson Fire
 Pima Association
of Gov’ts
 Office of
Integrated
Planning
 Various
Departments
 Planning and
Development
Services
 Parks &
Recreation
 Office of
Integrated
Planning

Table 5-18: Tucson Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position
Planner(s) or engineer(s) with knowledge
of land development and land
management practices



Planning Department – Principal Planner, Planner II, Planner
III
Water Services – Superintendents, Project Engineers, Civil
Engineers, Project Coordinators, Principal Engineering
Technicians, Principal Planners

Engineer(s) or professional(s) trained in
construction practices related to buildings
and infrastructure



Street Transportation Department - Civil Engineers
Water Services – Superintendents, Civil Engineers, Project
Coordinators, Principal Engineering Technicians

Planner(s) or engineer(s) with and
understanding of natural and humancaused hazards
Floodplain Manager
Surveyors
Staff with education or expertise to assess
the community’s vulnerability to hazards

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY






Planning Department – Principal Planner, Planner II, Planner
III
Water Services – Superintendents, Civil Engineers, Principal
Engineering Technician, Hydrologist
Street Transportation Department - Civil Engineer III

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Regulatory Tools for
Hazard Mitigation

Street Transportation Department – Survey Teams
Water Services – Environmental Programs Coordinator, Civil
Engineers, Water Quality Inspectors
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Personnel skilled in GIS and HAZUS



Scientists familiar with the hazards of the
community



Emergency manager



Grant writer(s)



Information Technology Services – Info Tech
Analyst/Programmers and Info Tech Specialists
Fire Department – Fire Protection Engineer
Police Department – Senior User Technology Specialist
Street Transportation Department - Info Tech Analyst/
Programmer
II and Senior GIS Technician
Water Services Department – GIS and Senior GIS
Technicians
Office of Environmental Programs –
Environmental Quality Specialists
Water Services – Chemists, Environmental Quality Specialist,
Laboratory Technician, Environmental Programs Coordinator
Tucson Office of Emergency Management
Fire Department – Fire Captains and Grant Manager
Planning Department – Principal Planner, Planner II, Planner
III
Police Department – Police Research Analysts
Public Transit, Division of Transportation

Table 5-19: Tucson Fiscal Capabilities
Accessible or
Eligible to Use
(Yes, No, Don’t Know)

Financial Resources
Community Development Block Grants

Yes

Capital Improvements Project funding
Authority to levy taxes for specific purposes
Fees for water, sewer, gas, or electric service

Yes
Yes
Yes

Impact fees for homebuyers
developments/homes

Yes

or

new

Incur debt through general obligation bonds
Incur debt through special tax bonds

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Yes
Yes

Comments
Housing, Community Services,
and Water Services projects
Water and Solid Waste Fees
For new developments inside impact
fee areas-zones only. The Impact
Fees are charged to new
developments.
This excludes the Water Department
Excise (sales) taxes

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table 5-18: Tucson Technical Staff and Personnel Capabilities
Staff/Personnel Resources
 Department/Agency - Position
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Mitigation Actions/Projects

The process for defining the list of mitigation APs for the Plan was accomplished in three steps. First, an assessment
of the actions and projects specified in the 2012 plan was performed. Second, a new list of APs for the Plan was
developed by combining the carry forward results from the assessment with new APs. Third, an implementation
strategy for the combined list of APs was formulated.
Previous Mitigation Actions/Projects Assessment
The Planning Team and Local Planning Team for each jurisdiction reviewed and assessed the actions and projects
listed in the Mitigation Strategy section of the 2012 Plan. The assessment included evaluating and classifying each of
the previously identified APs based on the following criteria:

Status
Classification
“No Action”
“In Progress”
“Complete”

Explanation Requirement:
Reason for no progress
What progress has been made
Date of completion and final cost of
project (if applicable)

Disposition
Classification
“Keep”
“Revise”
“Delete”

Explanation Requirement:
None required
Revised components
Reason(s) for exclusion.

Any AP with a disposition classification of “Keep” or “Revise” was carried forward to become part of the AP list for
the 2017 Plan. All APs identified as “Delete” were removed and are not carried forward in this Plan. The results of
the assessment for each of the 2012 Plan APs is summarized by jurisdiction in Appendix C.
New Mitigation Actions
Upon completion of the assessment, each jurisdiction’s Local Planning Team developed new APs using the 2017
goals and objectives, results of the vulnerability analysis and capability assessment, and the planning team’s
institutional knowledge of hazard mitigation needs in the community.
The APs can be generally classified as either structural or non-structural. Structural APs typify a traditional “brick and
mortar” approach where physical improvements are provided to effect the mitigation goals. Examples may include
forest thinning, channels, culverts, bridges, detention basins, dams, emergency structures, and structural
augmentations of existing facilities. Non-structural APs deal more with policy, ordinance, regulation and
administrative actions or changes, buy-out programs, and legislative actions.
For each AP, the following elements were identified:


Description – a brief description of the AP including a supporting statement that tells the “what” and
“why” reason for the AP.



Hazard(s) Mitigated – a list of the hazard or hazards mitigated by the AP.



Community Assets Mitigated – Existing, new or both.



Estimated Cost – concept level cost estimates that may be a dollar amount or estimated as staff time.



Anticipated Completion Date – a realistic and general timeframe for completing the AP. Examples
may include a specific target date, a timeframe contingent upon other processes, or recurring
timeframes.



Lead Agency – the agency, department, office, or other entity and corresponding job title that will
have responsibility for the AP and its implementation.



Potential Funding Source – the source or sources of anticipated funding for the AP.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY
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Mitigation actions/projects (APs) are those activities identified by a jurisdiction, that when implemented, will have
the effect of reducing the community’s exposure and risk to the particular hazard or hazards being mitigated. The
implementation strategy addresses the “how, when, and by whom?” questions related to implementing an identified
AP. APs should be measurable and mitigation-based. Response or recovery activities were removed from the 2017
plan as they are better addressed in county and local jurisdictional operational plans.
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Priority Ranking – each AP was assigned a priority ranking of either “High”, “Medium”, or
“Low”. The assignments were subjectively made using a simple process that assessed how well
the AP satisfied the following considerations:
o
o
o

A favorable benefit versus cost evaluation, wherein the perceived direct and indirect
benefits outweighed the project cost.
A direct beneficial impact on the ability to protect life and property from natural hazards.
A mitigation solution with long-term effectiveness

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Tables 5-20 through 5-25 summarize the current mitigation AP and implementation strategy for each
participating Plan jurisdiction

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY
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Table 5-20: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Unincorporated Pima County
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Community
Assets
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Enforce Flood & Erosion Hazard
Ordinance in accordance with the NFIP.

Flood

Both

$1.2
million

High

Regulatory

Ongoing

Implement NFIP tasks such as LOMR
submittals, maintaining a countywide
map repository, performing master
drainage studies, and coordinating to
ensure the digital map is correct.
Provide flood risk mitigation through
Capital Improvement Projects (CIP).

Flood

Both

$600,000

High

Regulatory

Ongoing

Flood

Both

$4.0
million

High

Capital
Improvement

Ongoing

Participate in Community Rating
System to reduce insurance premiums.

Flood

Both

$50,000

Medium

N/A

Ongoing

Buffelgrass Mitigation – identify public
outreach opportunities including
pamphlets, community event
participation, media outreach.

Wildfire

Both

$5,000

High

Community
Wildfire
Protection
Plan

Ongoing

Buffelgrass Mitigation – locate county
areas for mitigation of buffelgrass and
administer grant funding for ongoing
activities related to wildfire reduction
through removal and reduction in
Buffelgrass.

Wildfire

Both

$3,000,000

Medium

Community
Wildfire
Protection
Plan

Ongoing

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

PCRFCD /
Floodplain
Management
Division
PCRFCD /
Planning &
Development
Division

Flood Control
Tax Levy

PCRDFD /
Planning &
Development
Division
PCRFCD /
Planning &
Development
Division
PCOEM,
Natural
Resources,
Parks &
Recreation
PCOEM,
Natural
Resources,
Parks &
Recreation

Flood Control
Tax Levy &
USACOE

Flood Control
Tax Levy

Flood Control
Tax Levy
Mitigation
Grants,
General
Funds,
Donation
Mitigation
Grants
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Table 5-20: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Unincorporated Pima County
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Community
Assets
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Highway User
Revenue
Funds, Local
Regional
Transportation
Authority
Funds
Mitigation
Grants, Public
Health
Emergency
Preparedness

Treat soil surfaces with appropriate
stabilization materials and vegetation
control to reduce blowing dust.

Severe
Wind

Both

$2,000,000

Medium

Road Design
Manual

Ongoing

PCDOT

Continue to identify vulnerable
populations for heat related illness,
provide education targeted toward
recreational activities, visitors/travelers,
hospitality industry, homeless
populations, and build cooling center
capacity.
Implement the Drought Management
Plan. If drought conditions worsen, the
Board of Supervisors may consider
increasing the drought stage that will
trigger drought conservation measures.

Extreme
Heat

Both

$100,000

High

Heat
Adaptation
and
Mitigation
Plan

Ongoing

PCHD,
PCOEM,
Parks &
Recreation

Drought

Both

None

Medium

Ongoing

OSC/Water
Resources
Unit

General fund
and RWRD
enterprise fund

Pima County DOT in conjunction with
the Arizona Geological Survey and the
US Forest Service will work to identify
vulnerable slide areas and begin
developing mitigation approaches and
monitoring protocols.

Landslide

Existing

Staff Time

Medium

Drought
Management
Plan and
Water
Wasting
Ordinance
Road
Clearing and
Slope
Stabilization
and Dressing
Procedures

Ongoing

PCDOT

Highway User
Revenue
Funds,
Mitigation
Funds, Bond
Fund, Aid to
Federal
Highways

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY
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Table 5-21: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Marana
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Provide training to the applicable
Marana departments on the adopted
hazard mitigation plan and its
requirements.
Conduct public education campaigns to
increase awareness of natural hazards
(such as wildfire, flooding, extreme heat
and cold, and severe winds and
landslides) by distributing DEMA and
Pima County hazard awareness flyers at
community events and public gathering
opportunities. Event opportunities
include events such as the Town of
Marana Founders Day (Mar), the 4th of
July Celebration (Jul), the Cotton
Festival (Oct) and the Holiday Tree
Lighting (Dec) and at community
meetings sponsored by the Community
Services Department.
Encourage bridge or culvert construction
where roads are susceptible to flooding.
This will be accomplished as part of the
Planning Process when Developers
apply to build in Marana.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

All

All

Flood

Community
Assets
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Both

Estimated
Cost

$500

Both

$500

Both

Staff
Time

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

High

Town wide
Emergency
Management
Program

2021

Emergency
Management
Coordinator

General Fund

High

Town wide
Emergency
Management
Program

2021

Community
Development
Director

General Fund

Regulatory

2017 and
2018

Development
Services/
General
Manager

General Fund

High

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

2017

126

Packet Pg. 230

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

Table 5-21: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Marana
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Marana will continue to participate in
the National Flood Insurance Program
by reviewing applications for buildings,
ensuring they are properly designed.
On Rattlesnake Pass, from Saguaro
Bloom to Twin Peaks Road, the Public
Works Department and Planning
Departments are installing
infrastructure, making roadway drainage
improvements and grading the storm
water conveyance systems to mitigate
flooding hazards in the area.
Barnett Linear Park and Flood Control –
Construct a 3-mile channel along
Barnett Road to mitigate the drainage
and flood hazard from the Santa Cruz
River

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

General Fund

High

Town wide
Emergency
Management
Program

8

Development
Services/
General
Manager

2018

Public Works
/ Planning
Department

Transportation
Fund, General
Fund

Both

Staff
Time

Flood

Both

$29.8
Million

High

Town wide
Emergency
Management
Program

Flood

Both

$16.5
Million

High

Regulatory

2017 work
begins

Public Works
/ Director

General Fund,
Future MMPC
Bonds

Dependent
on funding
and
planning
cycle

Development
Services /
Director

Transportation
Fund, HURF
Bonds,
General Fund

2016 work
began

Public
Works/Direct
or

Transportation
Fund, Federal
Grants

Flood

Ina Road Bridge – Remove and replace
the Ina Road bridge that crosses the
Santa Cruz River

Flood

Ina Road Improvements from Silverbell
Road to I-10 – widening of Ina Road to
4-lane section with raised median,
sidewalks, and drainage improvements

Flood

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Community
Assets
Mitigated

New

$17.5
Million

High

Departmental
Plan

Both

$16.5
Million

High

CIP
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Table 5-21: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Marana
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Tangerine Road Corridor - provide a
minimum of 4 lanes with raised
medians, drainage improvements,
sidewalks, ADA facilities, multi-use
path and lanes, Traffic Signals, Rightof-Way acquisitions, Utility relocations,
Marana Water line extensions, and
sewer modifications and additions.
Ina Road TI – lower I-10 and construct a
new overpass that will span both I-10
and the UPRR tracks. Project will
mitigate flood issues and also improve
access that will reduce accidents and
HazMat incidents
Marana will continue to participate in
the Flood Prone Land Acquisition
Program and acquire properties located
in flood hazard areas.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood

Flood

Flood

Community
Assets
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Both

$95.5
Million

High

CIP

New

$65.0
Million

(Ex/New)

Both

Staff

High

High

CIP

CIP

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

2019

Public Works
/ Director

RTA, Future
Bond Money

2018

Public Works
/ Director in
coordination
with ADOT

ADOT, RTA

Ongoing

Development
Services/
General
Manager

Grants,
Partnership w/
Pima County
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Table 5-22: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Oro Valley
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Conduct Floodplain Mapping to mitigate
flood risk by delineating floodplains
boundaries within existing subdivisions
that were not required at the time of
subdivision or commercial property
platting. This includes subdivisions and
commercial properties constructed prior
to 1984 and falls within some recently
annexed areas of the Town. This
includes three projects: Carmack
Wash/Shadow Mountain Estates
subdivision, Peglar Wash/Suffolk Hills
Subdivision/Rancho Catalina
Subdivision, Highlands Wash/Highlands
subdivision.
Mitigate and stabilize areas damaged by
storm related activity by: Designing and
constructing of wash stabilization
components to protect damaged areas
from scour and deposition of sediment
that is causing damage to existing
properties. This includes three projects:
3 known projects: Carmack
Wash/Shadow Mountain Estates
subdivision, Peglar Wash/Suffolk Hills
Subdivision/Rancho Catalina
Subdivision, Highlands Wash/Highlands
subdivision.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy
Hazard(s
)
Mitigated

Community
Assets Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Flood

Existing
Homes /
Subdivisions/
Commercial
Properties

$200K

High

Stormwater
Utility CIP

July 2018

Town of Oro
Valley
Stormwater
Utility

PCRFCD CIP

Flood

Existing
Homes /
Subdivisions/
Commercial
properties

$1M2M/

High

Stormwater
Utility CIP

July 2019

Town of Oro
Valley
Stormwater
Utility

PCRFCD CIP
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Table 5-22: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Oro Valley
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Lambert Lane (Rancho Sonora to La
Canada). All weather crossing, lowering
hill profile and adding soil nail walls.
Upgrading signal at Lambert Lane.
Adding secondary access point to fire
station from Lambert, currently only
accessible from La Canada Dr.
Tangerine Rd. (Oro Valley portion of
project is Shannon to La Canada). All
weather crossings, multi-use path, raised
medians, curb and gutters, traffic signal
improvement at La Cholla and
Tangerine.
La Cholla (Oro Valley portion of project
is Lucero Rd. to Tangerine). 4 lane
divided with a raised median, separated
multi-use path, all weather crossings.
Traffic signal improvement at Lambert,
Naranja, and Glover.
Purchase 2,000 acre-ft. of groundwater
extinguishment credits in the Tucson
Active Management Area (TAMA) to
bolster the Town’s groundwater
allowance account for future use.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy
Hazard(s
)
Mitigated

Community
Assets Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Flood

Existing road
improvement

$5.5
Million
(Road)
$730,000
(Utility)

High

20 Year RTA
Plan

September
2017

Town of Oro
Valley
Stormwater
Utility

RTA, Water
Utility, Town
of Oro Valley

Flood

Existing road
improvement

$95.5
Million
(Total
Tangerin
e Project)

High

20 Year RTA
Plan

May 2018

Town of
Marana

RTA, Town of
Marana, Pima
County, and
Town of Oro
Valley

Flood

Existing road
improvement

$20
Million

High

20 Year RTA
Plan

2020

Town of Oro
Valley

RTA, Pima
County, and
Town of Oro
Valley

Drought

New

$400,000

Medium

Water Utility
CIP

June 31,
2017

Water Utility

Water Utility
Fees
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Table 5-22: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Oro Valley
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Remove regulatory barriers and develop
programs that support sustainable
designs, landscapes, green
infrastructure, and development
practices. Update and develop new
building codes and design standards that
help reduce urban heat island effect.
Installation of hydrants in urban
interface area targeting areas where
there is a higher risk for brush fire.
Annual maintenance on established and
identified as critical fire break locations
in the urban/wildland interface (Catalina
State Park, Sun City Oro Valley, etc.).
Provide annual, public awareness and
public outreach on local hazards,
mitigation, prevention, plans, and other
activities through presentations to
homeowners and HOAs, newsletters,
and website.
Mitigate and stabilize areas damaged by
storm related activity in the Catalina
Ridge Drainage Channel by
reconstructing 3,400 linear feet of
channel bottom, improve wash
degradation, and mitigate side slope to
protect public and private property,
public infrastructure and utilities from
additional damage.
SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy
Hazard(s
)
Mitigated

Community
Assets Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Extrem
e Heat

Both

Staff
Time
$3,750
per year

Low

General
Plan2016

2021

CDPW

Town of Oro
Valley

Wildfir
e

New

$21,000
per year

Medium

2021

Both

$10,000
per year

Medium

Mountain
Vista Fire
District
Golder Ranch
Fire District

MVFD general
fund

Wildfir
e

Mountain
Vista Fire
District CIP
Golder Ranch
Fire District

All

Both

$500 per
year

Medium

Town-wide
emergency
management
program

2021

Emergency
Management
& Golder
Ranch Fire
District

Town of Oro
Valley &
Golder Ranch
Fire District

Flood

Existing

$1.9
Million.

High

Stormwater
Utility CIP

2021

Town of Oro
Valley
Stormwater
Utility

PCRFCD CIP,
TOV, FEMA

October
2021

Golder Ranch
Fire District
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Table 5-23: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

The Pascua Yaqui Tribes Master Drainage
Report overseen by Facilities Management
Division will be implemented within phases

Oversee floodplain modeling

Review floodplain map revision

Assessments of flooding runoff in
public gathering areas
Complete and implement Phase 2 finalization of
Master Drainage Report.
Update and resume the existing
intergovernmental agreement between the Tribe
and the State Forestry Department. Conduct
Annual maintenance on established and
identified critical fire break locations in the
urban/wildland interface around all housing,
neighborhoods projects and commercial
buildings on the Pascua Yaqui Reservation.

Implementation Strategy

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood

Flood

Wildfire

Commun
ity Assets
Mitigate
d
(Ex/New)

Existing

Existing

Existing

Estimated
Cost

Staff time

Staff time

Staff time

Priority
Ranking



Evaluate material and installation of
equipment to buildings and residence
Educate community on hazard via
website, department brochures

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Extreme
Heat

Existing

Staff
Time

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Medium

Continued
Implementatio
n of Regional
Flood Control
Project

Ongoing and
Continuous

Medium

Continued
Implementatio
n of Regional
Flood Control
Project

November,
2017

High

Continue
Wildland
Urban
Inference

High

Continued
code
enforcement by
Housing
Division for
new and
remolded
construction
projects

Modify and continue to evaluate existing
building codes to help mitigate hazards.


Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Primary Agency / Job
Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Tribal Council,
Facilities
Department,
Land Department

Tribal Council,
Land Department

Funding
Source(s)

General
Fund

General
Fund

Continuing

Fire Department,
Attorney General’s,
Office,
Tribal Council

General
Fund

Ongoing and
Continuous

Tribal Council,
Fire Department,
Land Department,
Housing/Facilities
Department

General
Fund
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Table 5-24: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Sahuarita
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Complete Multi-Sector General Permit
(Wastewater facility) inspections and
perform maintenance and repairs of control
measures as identified during inspections.
Organize and host annual Southern Arizona
Beat Back Buffelgrass community removal
event.

Flood

Review, update and modify NFIP
requirement and make appropriate
modifications to Floodplain Ordinance.

Flood

Educate the public to increase awareness of
hazards, and potential opportunities for
mitigation actions. Make Pima County’s
public information material sheets, websites,
mitigation brochures, and media outlets
available.
Conduct pre-storm season inspections and
debris removal for Town-owned roads and
drainage crossings.

Extreme
Heat, Flood

Complete construction of Sahuarita Road:
Interstate-19 to Eastern Town Limits
including drainage improvements and a new
2-lane bridge over the Santa Cruz River.

Flood

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Implementation Strategy
Community
Assets
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Estimated
Cost

Existing

Staff
Time

Both

Staff
Time

Priority
Ranking

High

Maintenance
and Inspection

Medium

Community
Wildfire
Protection
Program

Wildfire

Both

Staff
Time

High

Regulatory

Low

Public
Information
Program

High

Maintenance

Staff
Time
Both

Flood
Existing

Staff
Time

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

$47.7M
Both

High

General Plan

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Quarterly

Public Works Wastewater

Enterprise

Annual
(typically
January)

Public Works,
Planning and
Zoning

None

2017

Public Works

General Fund

Dec 2018

Town Clerk

None

Ongoing,
preMonsoon

Public Works

HURF

Planning
began in
2016

Public Works

RTA, HURF,
private
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Table 5-24: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Sahuarita
Mitigation Action/Project

Description

Complete construction of the Pima Mine
Road Bridge Replacement at the Santa Cruz
River, which corrects structural deficiencies
of the existing bridge, provides additional
roadway capacity at the bridge, and provides
additional capacity for delivery of CAP water
to Sahuarita.
Finalize License Agreements allowing
installation of CAP pipelines in Town rightsof-way to facilitate the delivery of CAP
water to Sahuarita.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Implementation Strategy
Community
Assets
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Flood,
Drought

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

High

High

Priority
Ranking

Both

Primary Agency
/ Job Title
Responsible for
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Public Works

RTA, HURF,
private

General Plan

Planning
began in
December
2016

General Plan

2017

Public Works

None

$7.2M
Both

Drought,
Extreme
Heat, Flood

Planning
Mechanism(s)
for
Implementation

Staff
Time
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)

Identify funding source and
construct two bridges and 50
box culverts with 380 backup power units for signalized
intersections at high flood
hazard crossings in Tucson
limits in accord with the
Department of Transportation
5-yr plan. If a box culvert
cannot be constructed an
automated warning device,
consisting of a barricade,
signs and flashing lights
would be installed.

Promote disaster-resistant
water delivery system by
constructing redundant water
transmission lines (e.g., The
Utility and the community
will be less susceptible to
loss of water delivery due to
natural or human-caused
disasters).

Flood,
Severe
Wind

New

Estimated
Cost

$100
million,

Priority
Ranking

High

Staff Time

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

Tucson
Floodplain
Management
Plan and
Floodplain
Ordinances

All

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Both

$7.9
million

High

Tucson Water
2020 strategic
plan.

Ongoing
effort with
long-term
horizon.
Schedule
dependent
upon
funding

On-going
with full
completion
by 2020

Funding
Source(s)

Transportation
Department Streets
Administrator and
Streets Chief
Engineer

Grant
Funds

Water Department /
Water Administrator
Maintenance &
Operations

Operations
Budget
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
In compliance with the NFIP,
Tucson will continue to
require the preparation and
submittal of a CLOMR or
Flood
Existing
CLOMR-F for all proposed
development within FEMA
delineated Special Flood
Hazard Areas
Maintain compliance with
NFIP regulations by
enforcement of the current
floodplain management
Flood
Existing
ordinance through review of
new development located in
the floodplain and issuance
of floodplain use permits.
Improve floodplain
administration under the
NFIP program by sending
inspectors into the field when
we receive a flood warning
Flood
Existing
from the NWS , to assess
bridges, washes and other
critical infrastructures within
Tucson.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)

Planning and
Development
Services

Department
Budget and
Fees for
Developers

Staff Time

High

Regulatory

Annual Ongoing

Staff Time

High

Regulatory

Annual Ongoing

Planning and
Development
Services

Department
Budget

Medium

Tucson
Department of
Transportation
“Operation
Splash” and
regulatory

AnnualOngoing

Transportation
Department

Department
Budget

Staff Time
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
Continue to fund and
promote the following rebate
and incentive programs:
residential and small
commercial rainwater
harvesting rebate program;
residential high-efficiency
clothes washer replacement
rebate program; Singlefamily residential gray-water
rebate program; Singlefamily residential highExisting
efficiency toilet replacement; Drought
rainwater harvesting
grant/loan program for lowto-moderate income
customers; free toilet
replacement program for
low-to-moderate income
homeowners; commercial or
multi-family high-efficiency
toilet replacement program;
commercial and industrial
high-efficiency urinal
replacement program.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Estimated
Cost

$1.4M

Priority
Ranking

Medium

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

Tucson Water
Department
Drought
Preparedness and
Response Plan

Annualongoing

Tucson Water

Funding
Source(s)

Conservatio
n Utility
Fee
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
Continue to fund and
promote the Tucson Water
Zanjero (water manager)
Drought
Existing
residential water audit
program.
Continue to participate in,
promote and sponsor the
Pima County SmartScape
Drought
Existing
program in partnership with
the University of Arizona
Cooperative Extension.
Review and update the City
of Tucson Water Department
Drought
Both
Drought Preparedness and
Response Plan.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

$271K

Medium

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation
Tucson Water
Department
AnnualTucson Water
Drought
ongoing
Preparedness and
Response Plan

$239K

Medium

Tucson Water
Department
Drought
Preparedness and
Response Plan

Staff Time

Medium

N/A

Funding
Source(s)
Department
Budget

Annualongoing

Tucson Water

Conservatio
n Utility
Fee

Every 5
years ongoing

Tucson Water

Department
Budget
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
Assess, inventory, and map
vulnerability within Tucson
to seismic hazards.
Conduct outreach efforts
to property owners in
high-seismic risk zones,
or who own building at
especially high risk for
seismic damage such as
historic adobe
homes, about retrofits that Earthquak
Both
e
can be made to their

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

Staff time

High

N/A

January,
2019

structures to reduce
seismic impact. Use
vulnerability data gathered
to perform analysis of
current building codes and
propose changes, as
appropriate, to reduce
seismic risk community
wide.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Planning and
Development
Services

Funding
Source(s)

Department
Budget
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
Perform feasibility study of a
downtown District Energy
model that would create
greater energy and water
resiliency in downtown
Tucson.
Assess the vulnerability of
critical facilities to flooding
from runoff and encourage
reducing runoff and means
for mitigating critical
facilities when runoff cannot
be reduced.
Implement a severe wind risk
awareness program with
information about shelter
locations, education for
homeowners about retrofits,
and education for
professionals about wind
mitigation.
Implement a winter weather
risk awareness program to
educate the public on the
risks of severe cold during
winter storms.

Estimated
Cost

Priority
Ranking

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

Funding
Source(s)
City
operating
funds with
matching
County
contributio
n

Drought,
Extreme
Heat,
Extreme
Cold

Both

$75K

High

Tucson
Emerging 2030
District plan

July 2017

Environmental and
General Services

Flooding

Both

Staff time

Medium

N/A

Annualongoing

Planning and
Development
Services

Department
Budget

N/A

June, 2018

Office of
Emergency
Management and
Homeland Security

Department
Budget

N/A

November,
2017

Office of
Emergency
Management and
Homeland Security

Department
Budget

Severe
Wind

Extreme
Cold

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

New

New

Staff time

Staff time

Medium

Medium
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Table 5-25: 2017 Mitigation Measures for Tucson
Mitigation Action/Project
Community
Assets
Mitigated
Hazard(s)
Description
Mitigated
(Ex/New)
Assess and identify specific
at-risk populations vulnerable
to long-term power outages
Extreme
and organize outreach efforts Heat,
Both
include establishing and
Extreme
promoting heating and
Cold
cooling centers in the
community.

SECTION V: MITIGATION STRATEGY

Estimated
Cost

Staff time

Priority
Ranking

High

Implementation Strategy
Planning
Primary Agency /
Mechanism(s)
Anticipated
Job Title
for
Completion
Responsible for
Implementation
Date
Implementation

January,
2018

N/A

Office of
Emergency
Management and
Homeland Security

Funding
Source(s)

Department
Budget
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SECTION 6: PLAN MAINTENANCE PROCEDURES
Elements of this plan maintenance section include:
Monitoring, Evaluating, and Updating
Monitoring of Mitigation Activities
The participating jurisdictions in this Plan that reviewed this section recognized that it is intended to be a “living”
document with regularly scheduled monitoring, evaluation, and updating. The 2012 Plan outlined specific steps in the
Plan Maintenance; however, the 2017 Planning Team found that few, if any, formal reviews occurred over the past
five years. Reasons for the lack of formal review were discussed by the Planning Team, and included:


Staff turnover;



Lack of funding for consultant plan reviews annually;



Misunderstanding of the relationship between mitigation plans to anything other than grants eligibility;



Lack of promotion of the Plan to the county departments, jurisdictions and the general public; and



Inability of first responder agencies to understand the significance of mitigation planning to response
priorities.

In an effort to avoid these issues again, the Planning Team discussed ways to make sure that the Plan is active and
treated as a living document which are listed in Section 6.1.

6.1

Monitoring, Evaluating and Updating

The Planning Team has established the following monitoring and evaluation procedures revised for this Plan:


Adoption – All jurisdictions will have the Plan adopted by their respective councils or boards by
the end of September 2017. The Pascua Yaqui Tribe intend to adopt the updated plan on
September 27, 2017 Tribal Council meeting.



Schedule – The Plan shall be reviewed on at least an annual basis or following a major disaster. The
Pima County Office of Emergency Management (PCOEM) will take the lead to reconvene the
Planning Team annually near the anniversary of the official FEMA approval date. Participating
jurisdictions have committed to providing resources to this effort annually. The PCOEM Planner
and Operations Manager will be responsible for reconvening annually and initiation the next review
cycle.



Review Content – One month prior to the Planning Team review meeting, a reminder questionnaire
will be distributed to each jurisdictions’ point of contact by the PCOEM Planner and will be returned
by each jurisdiction within a minimum of three weeks. The approximate date of this review will be
calendar year 2nd quarter in 2018, 2019, 2020 and 2021. The questionnaire will be comprised of the
following questions:
o
o
o

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Incorporation into Other Planning Mechanisms

Hazard Identification: Have the risks and hazards changed? Is there new information to
include regarding the risks/hazards?
Goals and objectives: Are the goals and objectives still able to address current and
expected conditions?
Mitigation Projects and Actions: What is the status of the mitigation measures in the
current Plan?

During the annual meeting, each jurisdiction will have the opportunity to provide a report to the group summarizing
its review of the Plan. The report will include their responses to the above questions and any other items specific to
their community. Documentation of the annual meeting may include notes on the results of the meeting as well as
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more specific information on the reasoning for proposed changes to the Plan for the next update cycle. Copies of the
annual review report will be kept with the Plan for review and consideration in future reviews and the five-year update.






One year prior to the plan expiration date (approximately Q2, 2021), the OEM Planner will reconvene the
Planning Team to review and assess the materials accumulated from annual reviews and other documents
related to hazards, disasters and mitigation actions taken;
The Planning Team will update and revise the appropriate or affected portions of the plan and produce a
revised Plan;
The revised plan will be submitted to ADEMA and FEMA for review, comment and approval; and
The revised Plan will be presented before the respective councils and boards for an official
concurrence/adoption of the changes.

The APs and their implementation details are identified in the Plan’s mitigation strategy. For each annual review and
5-year plan update, PCOEM will coordinate with the jurisdictional point of contact to assess the implementation status
of the identified AP and generate a summary of each project using the following criteria:


Current Status of Action/Project - Assign a ‘No Action’, ‘In-Progress’ or ‘Completed’ status as appropriate;



Project Disposition – Assign a ‘Keep’ or ‘Drop’ to identify future disposition of action/project; and



Explanation - Provide a description of the current project status, may include date of implementation,
challenges faced, percentage completed, funding sources used, etc.

For FEMA supported projects, progress reports will be submitted to FEMA on a quarterly basis, or as required
throughout the project duration. The degree of quarterly reporting will be dependent upon the type of AP, its funding
source, and the associated requirements. The quarterly report may include:


Project Completion Status,



Project Challenges or Issues (if any),



Budgetary Considerations (Cost Overruns or Underruns), and



Detailed Documentation of Expenditures.

Upon completion of projects, the project location will be visited and results viewed and documented. Closed projects
will then be monitored for effectiveness of the intended mitigation action. FEMA supported project closeouts will
include an audit of the AP financials as well as other guidelines and requirements set forth under the funding or grant
rules, and any attendant administrative plans developed by the Pascua Yaqui Tribe.

6.3

Incorporation into Other Planning Mechanisms

Incorporation of the Plan into other planning mechanisms, either by content or by reference, enhances a community’s
ability to perform hazard mitigation by expanding the scope of the Plan’s influence. The participating jurisdictions
acknowledge that incorporation of the Plan into other planning mechanisms has improved over the prior plan.
Additional ways in which the 2012 Plan has been incorporated or referenced into other planning mechanisms for each
jurisdiction are summarized below.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

The Plan requires updating and approval from FEMA every five years. The Plan updates will adhere to that set
schedule using the following procedure:

Past Activities
Pima County


The 2012 Plan is cited in the Annual Recertification and 5-yr Cycle Verification of the Community Rating
System for the NFIP.



The Plan is referenced in amendment of the Comprehensive Plan, Rezoning, and Basin or River Management
Planning efforts.
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The plan is used as reference material for the update of the Pima County Emergency Operations Plan on an
annual basis. In 2015, the Plan was used to develop an El Niño Flood Annex to the EOP which was then
converted to a Flood Annex for the EOP which also contains NFIP Community Rating System requirements.



The drought hazard identification and risk information was used in the development of the County’s Drought
Response Plan and Water Wasting Ordinance.



The wildfire hazard identification and risk information was used in the development of the Community
Wildfire Protection Plan, 2013.



Used by the Town of Marana during the update of the Emergency Operation Plan beginning in March 2010
and again in 2016.



Used as a reference for the identification of natural and human-caused hazards in the Town’s General Plan
for 2010.



Used as a reference for the identification of initiatives related to natural and human-caused hazards in the
Town’s Strategic Plan for 2015.



Used by the Town of Marana as reference for development of Administrative Directives (ADs), Safety
Directives (SDs), Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) and Town policies beginning in 2010.



Used as a reference for updating and eventual adoption of the Community Wildfire Protection Plan, 2013.

Oro Valley


The plan is used as reference material for reviews and updates of the Town of Oro Valley Emergency
Operations Plan and development of hazard specific plans.



Mitigation actions and projects identified in the Plan correlate to Capital Improvement Projects or other
planned projects.



Supports the Town General Plan, adopted in November 2016.



Used by the Stormwater Water Utility when looking at flood hazards, planning mitigation projects, and
looking at mitigation funding.



The wildfire hazard identification and risk information was used in the development of the Community
Wildfire Protection Plan, 2013.

Pascua Yaqui Tribe


Pascua Yaqui Tribe’s Master Land Use Plan serves as a guide for decision makers to minimize incompatible
land use. It provides a balance of land uses that preserves and enhances the neighborhood, support in-fill
strategies, promote economic development, and protect environmentally and culturally significant resources.
Mitigation strategies were addressed in the development of this plan.



The master drainage study is a critical component to the Tribe’s economic well-being, as well health, safety
and general welfare of the community. It was adopted in 2004 to minimize the flooding and drainage
problems. It requires no development zones set aside for conveyances of floodwaters and the construction of
regional storm water retention facilities

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Marana

Sahuarita


The plan was used when developing the General Plan mainly in reference to the hazards and risks.

Tucson


Used as reference material for the update of the 2014 Emergency Operations Plan.



Used as reference material for the 2013 through 2015 Threat and Hazard Identification and Risk Assessment
processes.



Used as reference in the development of Continuity of Operations Plans for City departments.
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Used as a reference in the development of the new 2016 Tucson Floodplain Management Plan.

Future Activities
The Plan will continue to function as a standalone document subject to its own review and revision schedule. The Plan
will serve as a reference for other mitigation and land planning needs of the participating jurisdictions. Whenever
possible, the participating jurisdiction will endeavor to incorporate portions of the Plan into existing and future
planning mechanisms as appropriate.





Use of, or reference to, Plan elements in general and comprehensive planning update documents,
Addition of defined mitigation APs to capital improvement programming,
Inclusion of Plan elements into development planning and practices, and
Resource for developing and updating emergency operations plans.

Specific incorporation of the Plan risk assessment elements into the natural resources and safety elements of each
jurisdictions’ general plans (county comprehensive plan) and development review processes, adding or revising
building codes, adding or changing zoning and subdivision ordinances, and incorporating mitigation goals and
strategies into general and comprehensive plans, may help to ensure hazard mitigated future development. In addition
to continuing the past incorporation activities, below are the methods of incorporation the jurisdictions intend to
implement over the next five-year period.
Pima County


An annual review of the plan will be scheduled by the Office of Emergency Management including all 2017
plan participants. This will be held in April or May of each year and include a review of the hazards and risks
and evaluation of mitigation Aps.



The plan revision planning process will begin in the second calendar quarter of 2021 for the 2022 plan
revision. The Office of Emergency Management Planner will coordinate planning activities.



The plan will be referenced annually when updating the Pima County Emergency Operations Plan.



PCOEM will continue outreach to County departments and committees to make them aware of the Plan and
advise on how it can be incorporated into other planning activities.



PCOEM will continue working with the County Grants Coordinator on funding opportunities for mitigation
activities.

Marana


The plan will be used as a resource during the update of the 2017 Town of Marana Emergency Operations
Plan revision.



The plan will be used for reference to identify hazards and mitigation strategies for the Town’s General Plan
in 2020.



The plan will define mitigation APs for Town of Marana capital improvement projects and programming,
for the next five-year cycle.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

As is demonstrated above, the typical ways to use and incorporate the Plan include:

Oro Valley


Participate in annual review of plan, as coordinated by the Pima County Office of Emergency Management.



Use as a resource during next update of the Town Emergency Operations Plan.



Inclusion of mitigation APs in capital improvement planning.



Inclusion of Plan in implementation of the Town’s newly adopted General Plan.

Pascua Yaqui Tribe


A review of the plan will be conducted with the other jurisdictions annually.
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The plan will be referenced when working with other tribal departments on grants and plans development.



The hazards and risks will be used in development of exercises for the tribe.



As a part of National Flood Insurance Program requirements, the plan will be used as a reference.

Sahuarita


The Town will participate in the annual plan reviews with other jurisdictions.



The plan will be used as a resource when the Emergency Operations Plan is revised.



The 2017 plan will be used as reference in the ongoing revision of the City of Tucson Emergency Operations
Plan and its ESF, Incident Specific and Support annexes with planned adoption in calendar year 2017.



The plan will be used as reference in the development and revision of City of Tucson departmental continuity
of operations plans.



The plan will be referenced in review and revision to the “Plan Tucson” general and sustainability plan
adopted and ratified in 2013.

Continued Public/Stakeholder Involvement
The jurisdictions were successful during the past five years in outreach to the public and jurisdictional stakeholders
by keeping them informed and involved with activities related to the 2012 Plan. The jurisdictions are committed to
continue that effort and intend to implement the following activities during the next five-year period, whenever
possible:
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Jurisdiction

Pima
County

City of
Tucson

Town of
Oro Valley

Town of
Marana

Pascua
Yaqui

Town of
Sahuarita

Activity or Opportunity
 Continue working with the Regional Flood Control District on the Community Rating System
(CRS) Program for Public Information, Notification and Exercise requirements.
 Schedule annual mitigation review meetings with jurisdictional partners.
 Enhance public outreach on mitigation issues through Everbridge mass notification tool.
 Maintain the Mitigation Plan on the website.
 Assist jurisdictions and county departments with mitigation grant funding opportunities.
 Continue to pursue past activities listed above, in table 3-3, as appropriate.
 Maintain a mitigation-focused page, with the updated mitigation plan, on the City of Tucson
website.
 Expand the use of social media to provide timely and accurate information on hazards and
mitigation actions that can be taken against them.
 Launch a localized Ready campaign for the City.
 Build relationships with neighborhood organizations, HOA’s, and other local leadership
groups to help distribute hazard mitigation information to their communities.
 Continue to pursue past activities identified in Table 3-3.
 Expand use of social media, PSAs, and websites to provide applicable and timely information
on hazards.
 Implement public involvement components identified in the 2016 General Plan.
 Continue to pursue the past activities listed above, as appropriate.
 Have a municipal representative attend state and locally funded symposiums such as The
Continuing Challenge: HazMat Symposium, and the Southwest Gas Pipeline Safety
Symposium for increased awareness of hazardous materials incident preparedness measures.
 Provide floodplain related hazard and mitigation information to targeted properties in high-risk
areas.
 Provide flood hazard outreach annually to residents of the Town of Marana located within the
flood plain.
 Create updated brochures for building within the flood plain.
 Conduct public outreach through open-house meetings for new “L” Series FEMA Flood
Insurance Rate Maps (DFIRMs).
 Continue emphasizing mitigation activities in correlation to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe
Improvement Projects program.
 Continue PSAs on the Plan on the Intranet/Intranet and on Yaqui Radio Station.
 Continue to use the plan for reference for profiling of cultural sites for economic
development.
 The Pascua Yaqui Department of Public Safety will continue to support the plan by
referencing the plan with other tribal departments for grants and infrastructure improvement
opportunities.
 Participate in Tribal Recognition Days and other public outreach opportunities to promote
mitigation opportunities and hazard reduction throughout the community.
 Solicit comments for Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan/announce Plan availability
through social media outlets, town website and town newsletter.
 The Emergency Operations Plan will be revised within the next year and reposted on town
website.
 Maintain link to Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan on town website.
 Maintain “Be Prepared” information developed by FEMA on town website.
 Launch social media campaign to promote emergency preparedness.
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ADEMA ............ Arizona Division of Emergency Management and Military Affairs
ADFFM ............. Arizona Department of Forestry and Fire Management
ADEQ ................ Arizona Department of Environmental Quality
ADTF ................. Arizona Drought Task Force
ADWR ............... Arizona Department of Water Resources
AGFD ................ Arizona Game and Fish Department
AP ...................... Actions/Projects
ARS ................... Arizona Revised Statutes
ASCE ................. American Society of Civil Engineers
ASERC .............. Arizona State Emergency Response Commission
ASLD ................. Arizona State Land Department
ASU ................... Arizona State University
AZGS ................. Arizona Geological Survey
BLM .................. Bureau of Land Management
CAP ................... Central Arizona Project
CAP ................... Community Assistance Program
CFR ................... Code of Federal Regulations
CNF ................... Coronado National Forest
CPRI .................. Calculated Priority Risk Index
CRS ................... Community Rating System
CWPP ................ Community Wildfire Protection Plan
DEMA ............... Arizona Department of Emergency and Military Affairs
DFIRM .............. Digital Flood Insurance Rate
DMA 2000/2K ... Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000
DOT ................... Department of Transportation
EHS ................... Extremely Hazardous Substance
EMAP ................. Emergency Management Accreditation Program
EOP ................... Emergency Operations Plan
EPA ................... Environmental Protection Agency
EPCRA .............. Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act
ESF .................... Emergency Support Function
FEMA ................ Federal Emergency Management Agency
FIRM ................. Flood Insurance Rate Maps
FMA ................... Flood Mitigation Assistance Grant Program
GIS ..................... Geographic Information System
GRFD ................. Golder Ranch Fire District
HAZMAT .......... Hazardous Material
HAZUS-MH ...... Hazards United States Multi-Hazard
HI ........................ Heat Index
HMGP ............... Hazard Mitigation Grant Program
HUD ................... Housing and Urban Development
IFCI ................... International Fire Code Institute
LEPC ................. Local Emergency Planning Committee
LDIG .................. Local Drought Impact Group
LPT .................... Local Planning Team
MMI ................... Modified Mercalli Intensity
MJHMP .............. Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan
MUTCD.............. Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices
NASB ................ Northern Arizona Seismic Belt
NCDC ................ National Climate Data Center
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NDMC ............... National Drought Mitigation Center
NESDIS ............. National Environmental Satellite, Data and Information Service
NFIP .................. National Flood Insurance Program
NFPA ................. National Fire Protection Association
NHC ................... National Hurricane Center
NIBS .................. National Institute of Building Services
NID .................... National Inventory of Dams
NIDIS ................ National Integrated Drought Information Systems
NIST .................. National Institute of Standards and Technology
NPS .................... National Park Service
NSF .................... National Science Foundation
NOAA ............... National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NRC ................... National Response Center
NWCG ................ National Wildfire Coordination Group
NWS .................. National Weather Service
PAG ................... Pima Association of Governments
PCOEM ............. Pima County Office of Emergency Management
PCRFCD ............. Pima County Regional Flood Control District
PCCWPP ............ Pima County Community Wildfire Protection Plan
PGA .................... Peak Ground Acceleration
PYT .................... Pascua Yaqui Tribe
PDM-C .............. Pre-Disaster Mitigation Competitive
PSDI .................. Palmer Drought Severity Index
RL ...................... Repetitive Loss
SARA ................ Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
SOP ..................... Standard Operating Procedures
SPI ..................... Standardized Precipitation Index
SRLP ................. Severe Repetitive Loss Properties
SRL .................... Severe Repetitive Loss
SRP .................... Salt River Project
TNRT.................. Tribal Nations Response Team
UBC ................... Uniform Building Code
USACE .............. United States Army Corps of Engineers
USDA ................ United States Department of Agriculture
USDM ............... United States Drought Monitor
USDOT ............... United State Department of Transportation
USFS ................. United States Forest Service
USGS ................. United States Geological Survey
USSDO .............. United States Seasonal Drought Outlook
VA ...................... Vulnerability Analysis
WUI ................... Wildland Urban Interface
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Table D-1: 2012 Mitigation Measures for Pima County

Description
Enforce Flood & Erosion
Hazard Ordinance in
accordance with the NFIP.

Implement NFIP tasks such
as LOMR submittals,
maintaining a countywide
map repository, performing
master drainage studies, and
coordinating to insure the
digital map is correct.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Flood

$1.2
million

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Ongoing

Primary Agency
RFCD /
Floodplain
Management
Division

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

$600,000

Ongoing

RFCD / Planning
& Development
Division

Flood
Control Tax
Levy

Arroyo Chico Multi-Use
Project – Phase 2B (Basins 1,
2 & 3)

Flood

$13.3
million

September,
2013

RFCD /
Engineering
Division

Flood
Control Tax
Levy &
USACOE

Inspection and preventative
maintenance on levees as
needed.

Levee
Failure

Ongoing

RFCD /
Infrastructure
Management
Division

Flood
Control Tax
Levy

12 months

Health
Department
Director

Develop and implement
multi-agency exercises and
drills related to outbreaks of
communicable illnesses and
vector control.

Disease
(Response)

Staff Time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep

In Progress

Keep

Complete

Delete

Construction
completed in 2015.

In Progress

Keep

In Progress

Remove

District inspectors
monitor conditions at
least annually and
after floods.
This is covered by
Health Department
Plans and Planning,
not Mitigation.

Flood
Control tax
Levy

Flood

$50,000

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
In Progress

Grant Funds

Explanation or
brief description of
work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
District staff
including
hydrologists,
engineers and
inspectors provides
enforcement.
District staff
including GIS
programmers,
hydrologists,
engineers and project
managers provides
map information
services.
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Description
Develop a Shelter in Place
Plan (appendix to Pima
County Emergency
Operations Plan).

Participate in Community
Rating System to reduce
insurance premiums.
Buffelgrass Mitigation –
identify public outreach
opportunities, locate county
areas for mitigation of
buffelgrass and administer
grant funding for ongoing
activities related to wildfire
reduction through removal
and reduction in Buffelgrass.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

All
(Response)

Staff Time

24 months

Flood

$50,000

Wildfire

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Ongoing

Ongoing

Primary Agency
Pima County
Office of
Emergency
Management and
Homeland
Security, Director
RFCD / Planning
& Development
Division

Tucson Clean and
Beautiful, Pima
County Parks and
Recreation

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
Completed

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Remove

In Progress

Keep

In Progress

Keep

Grant Funds
(as
available)

Flood
Control Tax
Levy

Mitigation
Grants

Explanation or
brief description of
work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
This has been
updated in the
County EOP and
integrated into the
Response plan for
hazardous materials.
Pima County
maintains a high
rating and inclusion
of flood hazards in
this plan is a critical
component of the
score.
Working on
completing a HMG
and acquiring
another grant.
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Description
Provide training to the
applicable Marana
departments on the adopted
hazard mitigation plan and its
requirements.
Conduct a public education
campaign to increase
awareness of natural hazards
by distributing ADEMA and
Pima County mitigation
flyers at community events
and public gathering
opportunities, as appropriate.
This will be accomplished
semi-annually by Community
Services.
Encourage bridge or culvert
construction where roads are
susceptible to flooding. This
will be accomplished as part
of the Planning Process when
Developers apply to build in
Marana.
Marana will continue to
participate in the National
Flood Insurance Program by
reviewing applications for
buildings, ensuring they are
properly designed.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

All

$500

2021

All

Flood

Flood

$500

Staff Time

Staff Time

2021

2016

2016

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Lead Agency
Emergency
Management
Coordinator

Community
Development
Director

Development
Services/ General
Manager

Development
Services/ General
Manager

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
In Progress

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
This will be a
continuing
process as staff
changes

In Progress

Keep

This will be a
continuing
process and the
Town grows

In progress

keep

We look at this
with each
development and
road project.

In progress

keep

This is an ongoing
effort.

General Fund

General Fund

General Fund

General Fund
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Description
Rattlesnake Pass from
Saguaro Bloom to Twin
Peaks Road.
Barnett Linear Park and
Flood Control – Construct a
3-mile channel along Barnett
Road to mitigate the drainage
and flood hazard from the
Santa Cruz River
Ina Road Bridge – Remove
and replace the Ina Road
bridge that crosses the Santa
Cruz River
Ina Road Improvements from
Silverbell Road to I-10 –
widening of Ina Road to 4lane section with raised
median, sidewalks, and
drainage improvements
Tangerine Road Corridor provide a minimum of 4 lanes
with raised medians, drainage
improvements, sidewalks,
ADA facilities, multi-use
path and lanes, Traffic
Signals, Right-of-Way
acquisitions, Utility
relocations, Marana Water

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Flood

$29.8
Million

Flood

$16.5
Million

Flood

$17.5
Million

Flood

Flood

$16.5
Million

$95.5
Million

Anticipated
Completion
Date
2018

Lead Agency
Public Works /
Director

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Public Works /
Director

General Fund,
Future MMPC
Bonds

2016

Development
Services /
Director

Transportation
Fund, HURF
Bonds, General
Fund

2019
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Public
Works/Director

Public Works /
Director

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
keep

In progress

keep

In progress

revise

Completion date
will be 2019

In progress

revise

Completion date
will be 2019

In progress

keep

Clarify that Phase
I completion in
2018 and Phase II
(DM Blvd. to I10) to start
construction in
2020

Transportation
Fund, General
Fund

2016

2016

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
No progress

Transportation
Fund, Federal
Grants

RTA, Future
Bond Money

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
This will be
constructed by
developer but the
trigger has not
been met
Incrementally
completed with
each development
along Barnett
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Description
line extensions, and sewer
modifications and additions.
Ina Road TI – lower I-10 and
construct a new overpass that
will span both I-10 and the
UPRR tracks. Project will
mitigate flood issues and also
improve access that will
reduce accidents and HazMat
incidents
Marana will continue to
participate in the Flood Prone
Land Acquisition Program so
we acquire properties located
in flood hazard areas.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood,
HazMat,
Traffic
Accidents

Flood

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Estimated
Cost

$65.0
Million

Staff

2018

2016
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Lead Agency

Public Works /
Director in
coordination with
ADOT

Development
Services/ General
Manager

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’

In progress

keep

Starting
construction, TI to
close in January
17’ for two years

In progress

keep

There is no
completion date
so perhaps this
could be changed
to an “ongoing
status.”

ADOT, RTA

Grants,
Partnership w/
Pima County
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Description

Develop, implement, and
update a mass evacuation
strategy for Oro Valley
(including training and
exercising).

Develop, implement, and
regularly update a Shelter in
Place educational program
(including training and
exercising).

West Nile Virus Program
Continued testing of
mosquitoes for West Nile
Virus. If a positive result, the
area is sprayed.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

All
(Response)

All
(Response)

Disease

Estimated
Cost

Staff
Time

Staff
Time

$5,000

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Annually,
ongoing

Annually,
ongoing

Annually,
ongoing

Lead Agency

Emergency
Management
and DIS

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Complete

Delete

Complete

Delete

Complete

Delete

General Fund
and grant

Emergency
Management

General Fund
and grant

Stormwater
Utility

Pima County
Health Dept.;
Stormwater
Utility, and
AZ Dept. of
Health
Zoonotic
Diseases

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Preparedness. Oro
Valley included in
other regional
evacuation plans
such as the Pima
County and
statewide
evacuation plans.
Preparedness.
Shelter in place is
included as part of
regular town
emergency
management
activities.
This is an annual
and ongoing
program managed
by the Pima County
Health Department
and no longer by
the Town.
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Description

Buffelgrass Program actively
educates and removes
buffelgrass in public areas
across the Town.

Regularly update wildlandurban interface plans and
educate communities about fire
hazards.

Widening of Lambert Lane
between Pusch View Lane
Bridge and La Canada Dr. will
include drainage improvements
to eliminate roadway flooding
and debris.
Public education and outreach
about protecting pipes and
irrigation systems from freezes.
Applicable Hazmat training
and exercising for first
responders; as well as
participation in multi-agency
regional hazmat and
decontamination teams.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Wildfire

Wildfire

Estimated
Cost

Staff and
Volunteer
Time

Staff
Time

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Annual,
ongoing

Annual,
ongoing

Lead Agency

DIS

Golder Ranch
Fire District

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

General Fund,
grant, and
volunteer time

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In progress

Keep

This is an annual
and ongoing
program.

In progress

Delete

Complete

Delete

GRFD is
developing and
implementing a
community risk
reduction program
that includes all
hazards, planning,
and education. That
is included in a new
mitigation action
project in the plan
update.
Road project was
completed in June
2013.

Complete

Delete

Complete

Delete

Golder Ranch

Flood

$8M

Sept. 2013

DIS

Pima
Association
Governments

Extreme
Cold

Staff
Time

Annual,
ongoing

Oro Valley
Water Utility

Water Utility
Fees

HazMat

Staff
Time and
Training
Costs

Annual,
ongoing

Oro Valley
Police
Department
and Golder
Ranch

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

General Fund
and Grant
Funds

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Preparedness. This
is an annual and
ongoing program.
Preparedness.
GRFD participates
in agency specific
and regional
hazmat training and
exercises.
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Description

Town Cistern Project includes
the addition of cisterns across
the Town campus, water
collected will be used for Town
landscaping. Landscaping will
be planned around the
xeriscaping concept.
Continue to develop, expand,
and implement a Drought
Response Plan to address
potential or long-term drought
conditions.
Town of Oro Valley
Stormwater Utility will
continue to Manage Public
Information Activities.
 Monitor and maintain
elevation certificates
 Provide FEMA map
information service
 Conduct outreach
projects to increase
public awareness of
flooding hazard
promote flood
insurance in general
 Provide Flood
protection information

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Drought

Drought

Flood

Estimated
Cost

$12,000

Staff
Time

Staff
Time and
SW
Utility
Fees

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Annual,
ongoing

Annual,
ongoing

Annually
ongoing

Lead Agency

DIS, Water,
and Parks

Water Utility

Storm Water
Utility, EM,
Permitting
Div., TOV
Library

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Complete

Delete

Project completed
in August 2011.

Complete

Delete

This is an annual
and ongoing
program.

In progress

Keep

This is part of the
annual and ongoing
stormwater
program.

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

General Fund
and Private
Funds

General Fund

Storm Water
Utility Fees

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table D-3: 2012 Mitigation Measures for Oro Valley

205

Packet Pg. 309

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

Description

Conduct Floodplain Mapping
and Regulatory Activities.
 Manage/prepare
LOMCs* for FEMA
designated floodplains
 Generate and collect
additional (local)
floodplain maps and
information
 Promote and enforce
open space
preservation
 Enforce and augment
regulatory floodplain
standards
 Manage town wide
floodplain data
 Oversee stormwater
management program
Conduct Flood Damage
Reduction Activities
 Organize floodplain
management planning
doc.
 Investigate acquisition
and relocation of
flood prone properties
 Conduct and manage
drainage system
maintenance

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood

Flood

Estimated
Cost

Staff
Time and
SW
Utility
Fees

Staff
Time and
SW
Utility
Fees
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Anticipated
Completion
Date

Annually
ongoing

Annually
ongoing

Lead Agency

Storm Water
Utility

Storm Water
Utility

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In progress

Keep

This is part of the
annual and ongoing
stormwater
program.

In progress

Keep

This is part of the
annual and ongoing
stormwater
program.

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Storm Water
Utility Fees

Storm Water
Utility Fees
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Conduct Flood Preparedness
Activities
 Coordinate flood
warning program
w/PCRFCD
 Monitor levee safety
for OV’s certified
levee
Oro Valley Emergency
Management will provide
training to applicable Town
staff on the adopted hazard
mitigation plan and its
requirements.
Review existing Oro Valley
General Plan and zoning code
to determine how these
documents help limit
development in hazardous
areas. Modify with additional
guidelines, regulations, and
land use techniques as
necessary within the limits of
state statues, while also
respecting private property
rights.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood

All

All

Estimated
Cost

Staff
Time

Staff
Time

Staff
Time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Annually
ongoing

Annually,
ongoing

Annually,
ongoing

Lead Agency

Storm Water
Utility

All Town
Departments
and
Emergency
Management

DIS

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In progress

Keep

This is part of the
annual and ongoing
stormwater
program.

Complete

Delete

Complete

Delete

Town staff
education is part of
the regular
emergency
management
activities and will
be provided again
upon adoption of
the plan.
This is an annual
and ongoing
component of the
departmental roles
and responsibilities.
The General Plan
2016 is slated for
vote in November
2016.

Storm Water
Utility Fees

General Fund
and grant

General Fund

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’
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Regional Flood Control
Facilities Design was
implemented with the 2004
Master Drainage Report. New
tasks were completed such as
topography, food plain
modeling and letter map
revision.

Regional Flood Control
Design, Phase 2 finalization.

Continue the existing
intergovernmental agreement
between the Tribe and the State
Forestry Department for
assistance in the provision of
emergency services within
each other’s jurisdictions.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood

Flood

Wildfire

Estimated
Cost

Staff time

Staff time

Staff time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Ongoing and
Continuous

Tribal Council
Land
Department

Ongoing and
Continuous

Continuing

Tribal Council
Land
Department

*Fire
Department
*Attorney
General’s
Office
*Tribal
Council

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
In Progress

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep

General
Fund

General
Fund

General
Fund

In Progress

Keep

In Progress

Keep

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’
Drainage and culvert
annual maintenance
and repairs (small
and large) to road
projects.
Cultural Survey,
Design Plans, Cost
Plans and Utility
Relocation Plans
were implemented in
Phase 2. City of
Tucson has approved
Phase 1 but Phase 2
is still under review.
Completion of the
Pima County
Community Wildfire
Protection Plan
(CWPP) of 2013;
completion of BIA
Wild Fire
Management Plan
(WFMP) and, BIA
Fuels Management
Plan (FMP) of 2012
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Review existing building codes
to determine adequate
protection for new
development in hazard areas.
Where feasible and necessary,
modify codes to help mitigate
hazards imposed on such
development within the limits
of the Reservation, while also
respecting private property
rights adjacent to the
Reservation.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Extreme
Temperature

Estimated
Cost

Staff Time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Ongoing and
Continuous

Lead Agency

Tribal Council,
Fire
Department,
Land
Department,
Housing
Department

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

General
Fund

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In Progress

Keep

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’
Install roofing
materials with high
reflectivity and high
emittance ratings
Install high
performance
windows that meet or
exceed Energy Star
criteria for “U” value
and SHGC
Improve ”U” value of
roof and wall systems
by installing
insulation which
exceed current IECC
requirements
Install high
efficiency HVAC
with minimum SEER
ratings including
Adhering to the
building codes of
2012, International
Building Codes
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Description
Review existing building codes
to determine adequate
protection for new
development in hazard areas.
Where feasible and necessary,
modify codes to help mitigate
hazards imposed on such
development within the limits
of the Reservation, while also
respecting private property
rights adjacent to the
Reservation.
Continued coordination
between the Tribe, Pima
County Departments,
municipalities, Pima
Association of Governments,
and other agencies in the
development and maintenance
of accurate geographic
information system
information for those hazard
areas identified in the adopted
hazard mitigation plan.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Drought
Earthquake
Severe
Wind

All

Estimated
Cost

Staff

Staff

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Ongoing and
Continuous

*Land
Development
*Tribal
Council

Ongoing and
Continuous

*Land
Development
*Tribal
Council

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

General
Fund

General
Fund

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In Progress

Delete

In Progress

Delete

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’
Drought no longer
necessary. Tribal
Land Department
with BIA resources
determined we did
not have sustainable
water. Earthquake no
longer necessary.
Overseen by AZGS.
Serve wind, no
longer necessary.
Overseen by Tribal
Building Inspections,
addressed through
adhering to the
building codes.
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Description
Develop a Mass Evacuation
strategy and formalize in a
published document

Hazard(s)
Mitigated
All

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Staff time

Continuing

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Lead Agency
*Fire & Police
Departments
*Land and
Procurement
Departments

Potential
Funding
Source(s)
General
Fund

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

In Progress

Delete

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)

Table D-3: 2012 Mitigation Measures for Pascua Yaqui Tribe

211

Packet Pg. 315

8.E.1

PIMA COUNTY
MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL HAZARD MITIGATION PLAN

2017

Description
Conduct and enhance
environmental and
epidemiological surveillance
activities in those areas
identified as being of high
public health importance and
related to environmental
factors such as; food safety,
protection, and vector control
activities. Surveillance
activities must include the
identification of vulnerabilities
and environmental factors that
may contribute to the
transmission of the
communicable diseases
associated with the operation
and presence of these facilities
in the Tribe, as well as the
implementation of preventative
action that may be applied to
reduce or eliminate the
potential for transmission of
communicable illnesses.
Develop and improve the
system of coordination and
communication of these
findings, trends and
observations with other federal,
state and local agencies that
have similar or related interest.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

In Progress

Disease

N/A

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Ongoing

*Epidemiology
Center Director

General
Fund

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Delete

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

No longer necessary;
overseen by our
Tribal PHEP/Injury
Prevention
Coordinator
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Description

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

$3,000 and
staff time

May 2012

Lead Agency

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Open

Delete

Not mitigation

Promote Child
Drowning Prevention
programs throughout
the Town.

Drowning

Continued adherence
to AAC R18-9 for
reductions in pollutant
discharge at Town
Aquifer.

HazMat

$15,000

March 2012

Public Works

Waste
Water
Fund

Delete

Covered under
separate plan

Update Waste Water
Department
contingency and
emergency plans

HazMat

Staff time

March 2012

Public Works

None

Delete

Covered under
separate plan

Continue annual
updating of Town
Storm water/Flooding
Pollution Prevention
Plan

Flood

Staff Time

January
2013

Public Works

None

In Progress

Keep,
revise

Ongoing program;
AZPDES requirement

Continue use of
permit process from
Corp of Engineers to
streamline
maintenance and bank
stabilization efforts
when needed

Flood

Staff Time

Ongoing

Public Works

HURF
Funds

In Progress

Delete

Ongoing task, not task
specific

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Police

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Communications
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Description

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Organize and host
annual Southern
Arizona Beat Back
Buffelgrass
community removal
event

Wildfire

Staff Time

Implement Vector
Borne Illness
prevention program
through mosquito
abatement

Disease

$10,000

Updating of riparian
ordinance to protect
various species that
reduces erosion to
mitigate flooding
potentials and also
reduces development
in flood prone areas

Flood

$300 and
staff time

(Pandemic)

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Public Works

T.O.
Nation
Grant

September
2012

Public Works
Parks and Rec

General
Fund

December
2011

Planning and
Zoning

General
Fund

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
In Progress

Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Keep,
revise

Ongoing work through
volunteer and staff
efforts to
remove/spray
Buffelgrass; removal
of noxious/invasive
species through
Sahuarita Town Code
for Riparian Habitat
Protection and
Mitigation
Requirements

Delete

Ongoing program, not
task specific

Delete

Resolution 2013-0344
and Ordinance 2013077 amending the
Riparian Habitat
Protection and
Mitigation
Requirements of
Town Code were
adopted on January
16, 2013

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0517 (Mitigation Plan Resolution No. 2017-0517)
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Description

Continued Controlled
Burns on Town
Property
Review, Update and
Modify NFIP
requirement and make
appropriate
modifications to Flood
Plain Ordinance

Educate the public to
increase awareness of
hazards, and potential
opportunities for
mitigation actions.
Make Pima County’s
public information
material sheets,
websites, mitigation
brochures, and media
outlets available.

Landscape code
amendment requiring
vegetation adjustment
in developed areas to

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Wildfire

Flood

All

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

$2,000 and
staff time

January
2012

Staff Time

Staff Time

January
2013

July 2012

Lead Agency

Fire Department
Public Works

Public Works

Emergency
Management

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Delete

Ongoing program
based on Fire
Department
programming

In Progress

Keep,
revise

Coordination with
Arizona Department
of Water Resources
for ordinance update

Complete
and
Ongoing

Keep,
revise

Resolution 2012-0303
adopting the Pima
County MultiJurisdictional Hazard
Mitigation Plan was
approved on June 11,
2012.

General
Fund

None

None
Posting of educational
materials and links to
Pima County’s
information on the
Town Website is
being explored.
Complete

Extreme
Temperatures

$300 and
staff time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

December
2011

Planning and
Zoning

General
Fund

Delete

Resolution 2011-0280
and Ordinance 2011060 amending the
Landscaping,
Buffering and
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Description

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

reduce the heat island
effect

Screening Standards
of Town Code were
adopted on October
24, 2011.
Complete

Develop and
Implement internal
emergency response
procedure
Improve upon existing
capabilities to warn
the public of
emergencies by
initiating a system to
test the ability of local
emergency managers
to activate the AENS
systems.
Develop and
Implement an
interoperable
communications
between all
emergency-related
departments
Implement
Development Criteria
for the Lee Moore

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

All
(Response)

All
(Response)

All
(Response)

Flood

Staff Time

$5,000

May 2012

January
2013

Staff Time

January
2013

Staff Time

Ongoing

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Public Works

Emergency
Management

Emergency
Management,
Local Fire
District

Public Works,

Delete

Resolution 2012-0297
adopting the Town of
Sahuarita Emergency
Operations Plan was
approved on May 29,
2012.

Delete

Not mitigation

Delete

Not mitigation

Delete

Resolution 2010-237
adopting the Lee
Moore Wash Basin

None

General
Fund

None

None
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Description

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Estimated
Cost

Wash Basin
Management Plan

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Lead Agency

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete

Planning and
Zoning

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise

Explanation or brief
description of work
so far or reason for
‘no progress’

Management Study
was adopted on
December 13, 2010.
Ongoing work
includes
implementation of the
development criteria.
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Description
Identify funding source and
construct two bridges and 50
box culverts with 380 back-up
power units for signalized
intersections at high flood
hazard crossings in Tucson
limits in accord with the COT
Department of Transportation
5-yr plan. If a box culvert
cannot be constructed an
automated warning device,
consisting of a barricade, signs
and flashing lights would be
installed.
Tucson Water, a division of
the
Utility
Services
Department will secure its
assets and facilities by
implementing actions, in
phases, as identified in the
Federally mandated Water
System
Vulnerability
Assessment completed in Oct
2002.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

Flood,
Severe Wind

Estimated
Cost

Anticipated
Completion
Date

$100
million,

Ongoing
effort with
long-term
horizon.

Staff Time

Terrorism,
Vandalism

$20
million

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Schedule
dependent
upon funding

On-going
with
full
completion
by 2020

Lead Agency

Department of
Transportation
Streets
Administrator and
Streets Chief
Engineer

Water Department /
Water Engineer &
Operations

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
No Progress

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
No funding

N/A

Delete

Not a natural
hazard

Grant Funds

Operations
Budget
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Description
Promote disaster-resistant
water delivery system by
constructing redundant water
transmission lines (e.g., The
Utility and the community
will be less susceptible to loss
of water delivery due to
natural or human-caused
disasters).
Work with the AZGS and
USGS on projects that
mitigate geo-hazards (e.g.
continue the feasibility study
with the AZGS and USGS
Water Plan 2000-2050.
Construct second recharge
facility to be known as the
Southern Avra Valley
Recharge and Recovery
Project (SAVSARP). The
utility could then use its entire
allotment of Central AZ
Project water and provide
capacity for recharging
additional water supplies.
Construction will take 5
years).

Hazard(s)
Mitigated

All

Drought,
Earthquake,
Subsidence,
other geohazards.

Drought,
Earthquake,
Subsidence,
other geohazards.

Estimated
Cost

$7.9
million

$51.2
million

Anticipated
Completion
Date

On-going
with
full
completion
by 2020

Ongoing
effort with
long-term
horizon.

Lead Agency

Water Department /
Water
Administrator
Maintenance &
Operations

Water Department /
Staff

Potential
Funding
Source(s)

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
In progress

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep,
revise

Operations
Budget

Complete

Delete

Complete

Delete

Operations
Budget

Schedule
dependent
upon funding

$51.2
million

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

2016

Water
Department/Staff

Operations
Budget

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
Work has been
ongoing in
constructing
redundancy in to
the system. Project
will be revised to
include new
project goals and
increase estimated
cost.
Work on
mitigating
subsidence was
done with the
USGS.
Subsidence issues
were monitored in
concert with
USGS.
Completed ahead
of schedule, total
investment of $45
million.
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Re-direct drainage canal at
Barrio Viego to prevent
continued repetitive losses.
In compliance with the NFIP,
Tucson will continue to
require the preparation and
submittal of a CLOMR or
CLOMR-F for all proposed
development within FEMA
delineated Special Flood
Hazard Areas
Tucson will maintain
compliance with NFIP
regulations by enforcement of
the current floodplain
management ordinance
through review of new
development located in the
floodplain and issuance of
floodplain use permits.
Improve floodplain
administration under the NFIP
program by sending
inspectors into the field when
we receive a flood warning
from the NWS, to assess
bridges, washes and other
critical infrastructures within
Tucson.

Hazard(s)
Mitigated
Flood

Flood

Flood

Flood

Estimated
Cost
$425,000

Staff Time

Staff Time

Staff Time

APPENDIX D: ASSESSMENT OF PREVIOUS ACTION ITEMS

Anticipated
Completion
Date

Transportation
Department /
Project
Administrator

2013

Annual
Ongoing

Annual
Ongoing

AnnualOngoing

Lead Agency

-

-

Development and
Planning Services
Department /
Director

Development and
Planning Services
Department /
Director

Development and
Planning Services
Department /
Director

Potential
Funding
Source(s)
Grant
Funds,
General
Fund,
PCRFCD

Status
 No
Progress
 In
Progress
 Complete
No progress

Disposition
 Keep
 Delete
 Keep,
revise
Keep

Explanation or
brief description
of work so far or
reason for ‘no
progress’
No funding

In Progress

Keep

Ongoing annually

In Progress

Keep

Ongoing annually

In Progress

Keep

Ongoing annually

Department
Budget and
Fees for
Developers

Department
Budget

Department
Budget and
Information
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TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

A.C. Marriotti, Finance Director

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0519, adopting a Notice of Intent to potentially
increase the Town's Sanitary Sewer Fees by amending Title 13 of the Sahuarita
Town Code; declaring as a public record the data supporting the increased fees;
and setting a public hearing on the proposed increased fees.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

 Other

GOALS/OTHER: Compliance with WIFA loan agreement provisions and the Town’s financial policies.
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
Wastewater Enterprise Fund
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0519.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0519.
DISCUSSION
Fiscal year-end projections for 2017 indicate that the Town’s Wastewater Enterprise Fund will not meet
minimum debt service revenue coverage requirements as obligated in the 2008 Water Infrastructure
Finance Authority (WIFA) System Revenues Loan Agreement. Provisions in the agreement compel the
Town to establish and maintain rates, fees, and charges so that net revenues will be 120% of the loan’s
annual debt service. For 2017, the coverage shortfall is projected to be $164 thousand.
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Moreover, the Wastewater Utility operates as an enterprise fund. An enterprise fund’s revenues should
be sufficient to cover its costs. The 2017 fiscal year-end projections, however, indicate that the Utility
will end up with an annual deficit of a little more than $1 million and have total accumulated deficits of
nearly $7.8 million. Annual deficits primarily result from: (1) the utility incurring more costs to manage
billing and collections, (2) having a significant number of customers who do not pay their bills, (3) having
fewer new connections to the system, and (4) discontinuing the sale-transfer of recharge credits to the
General Fund.
Pursuant to Arizona statutes, this resolution provides for public notice regarding potential sewer fee
increases. The resolution establishes a public hearing on November 13, 2017 where Council may take
action on any increases proposed. Also, the Town will be required to file data supporting any fee
increases with the Town Clerk no later than October 12, 2017.
The Town has contracted with Raftelis, a financial consulting firm specializing in utilities, to conduct a
rate study and produce a financial plan for the Wastewater Enterprise Fund. Raftelis is working with
Town Staff and the Town’s Finance and Investment Advisory Committee to develop its
recommendations. The study and plan will be provided to the Town Clerk by the October 12 deadline
and will support any recommended fee and rate changes, which will then be presented to the Town
Council at the November 13 public hearing.
Council last approved user fee increases in May 2014. User fees were increased by 4% for two
consecutive years, effective the fiscal years beginning July 2014 and July 2015, respectively.
Pursuant to our development agreement, connection fees in Rancho Sahuarita increased by 3% in July
2017 commensurate with the 3% connection fee increase adopted by Pima County. Connection fees for
other areas have not changed since October 2012.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution No. 2017-0519
2. Wastewater Enterprise Fund Financial Schedule
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A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, ADOPTING A NOTICE OF
INTENT TO POTENTIALLY INCREASE THE TOWN'S SANITARY SEWER FEES BY
AMENDING TITLE 13 OF THE SAHUARITA TOWN CODE; DECLARING AS A PUBLIC
RECORD THE DATA SUPPORTING THE INCREASED FEES; AND SETTING A PUBLIC
HEARING ON THE PROPOSED INCREASED FEES.
WHEREAS, A.R.S. § 9-240(B)(5) grants the Town Council the power to construct and
maintain sewers and drains within the corporate limits of the Town; and
WHEREAS, the Town Council adopted Ordinance No. 2002-05, which established fees
for use of the Town's sanitary sewer services, and which fees have been amended from time to
time; and
WHEREAS, Town staff conducted an analysis of the Town's sanitary sewer fees and
determined that an increase of fees is warranted; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. §9-511.01 (A)(1), Town staff is preparing the data
supporting an increase of the Town's sanitary sewer fees; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. §9-511.01 (A)(2), the Town Council would like to
provide notice of its intent to potentially increase sanitary sewer fees, and provide the public with
an opportunity to address the Council on this issue.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
Section 1.

The Mayor and Council hereby declare their intention to potentially increase
sanitary sewer fees by amending Title 13 of the Sahuarita Town Code.

Section 2.

The Mayor and Council hereby declare as a public record the data supporting the
increased fees, one paper copy and one electronic maintained in compliance with
A.R.S. § 44-7041, no later than October 12, 2017, where they shall remain on file.

Section 3.

The Mayor and Council hereby set a public hearing on the issue of increasing
sanitary sewer fees for November 13, 2017, at or after 6:30 p.m., at the Town of
Sahuarita, Town Hall, 375 West Sahuarita Center Way, Sahuarita, Arizona.

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution No. 2017-0519

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0519 (Notice of Intent Resolution No. 2017-0519)
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Page 1 of 2
Packet Pg. 341

Section 4.

The Mayor and Council hereby order that this Resolution be published as required
by A.R.S. §9-511.01 (A)(2).

Section 5.

The various town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform
all acts necessary and proper to give effect to this Resolution.

Section 6.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Resolution is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.
_______________________
Mayor Tom Murphy
ATTEST:

____________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

___________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution No. 2017-0519
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WASTEWATER ENTERPRISE FUND
SOURCES AND USES OF FUNDS
2017
Estimated
Actual

Operating Revenues:
User Charges
Subtotal:

$

Non‐Operating Revenues:
Grants
Investment Earnings (Losses)
Sewer Connection Fees
Long‐term Storage Credits
Miscellaneous
Subtotal:
Subtotal:

‐
(25,640)
146,770
103,020
82,150
306,300
3,510,290

Other Sources:
Transfers In
Transfers Out
Proceeds on Sale of Assets
Proceeds of Long‐Term Debt
Subtotal:

90,000
‐
‐
‐
90,000

Beginning Fund Balance:
Restricted for Debt Service
Restricted for Rate Stabilization Fund
Unassigned (Deficit)
Subtotal:

TOTAL SOURCES

3,203,990
3,203,990

$

2,108,050
750,000
(6,707,580)
(3,849,530)
(249,240)

USES
Current Expenditures:
Wastewater Utility
Finance‐Billing & Collections
Subtotal:

$

1,528,580
391,500
1,920,080

Debt Service:
Principal
Interest
Subtotal:

1,598,990
832,080
2,431,070

Capital Outlay:
Plant, Conveyance and Equipment
Subtotal:
Subtotals Combined:

339,000
339,000
4,690,150

Ending Fund Balance:
Restricted for Debt Service
Restricted for Rate Stabilization Fund
Unassigned (Deficit)
Subtotal:

TOTAL USES

$

Change in fund balance
Debt Service Revenue Coverage
Net revenues, actual:
Net revenues, required (@120%):
Excess/(Deficiency)

2,108,050
750,000
(7,797,440)
(4,939,390)
(249,240)

Attachment: Wastewater Enterprise Fund Financial Schedule (Notice of Intent Resolution No. 2017-0519)

SOURCES

(1,089,860)

$
$
$

2,365,850
2,529,660
(163,810)
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TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

Michelle Malott, Human Resources Director

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0521, amending portions of the Town’s
Personnel Policy Manual by amending Chapter 2 “Wages” by Amending Article 2-3
“Timekeeping;” amending Chapter 8 “Employee Benefits” by amending Article 8-1
“Employee Insurance;” and amending Chapter 9 “Leave Time” by amending Article
9-2 “Vacation” of the manual.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

 Other

GOALS/OTHER:
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0521.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0521.
DISCUSSION
Revisions of the Personnel Policy Manual reflect a change in the following three policies:
·

Chapter 2, Article 2-3 Timekeeping

·

Chapter 8, Article 8-1 Employee Insurance

·

Chapter 9, Article 9-2 Vacation, Section 9-2-8 Vacation Buy-Back

Article 2-3 Timekeeping, was updated to coincide with the implementation of the ESS Timekeeping
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System. All Sections of this policy were changed.
Article 8-1 Employee Insurance, has a title change to Benefit Plans and was updated to reflect the
changes for the Fiscal Year 2018 benefit plans. The most notable change is that the premiums for
employee only coverage is no longer fully paid by the Town.
Article 9-2 Vacation, Section 9-2-8 Vacation Buy-Back, has been updated to clarify that an employee may
only buy-back vacation time in extenuating circumstances and must have:
·

More than 200 hours of unused accrued vacation leave, and;

·

Taken a minimum of 80 hours vacation leave, and;

·

Formally requested, and been denied, vacation leave during the previous twelve months.

ATTACHMENTS
1. Resolution No. 2017-0521
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SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0521
A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, AMENDING PORTIONS
OF THE TOWN’S PERSONNEL POLICY MANUAL BY AMENDING CHAPTER 2
“WAGES” BY AMENDING ARTICLE 2-3 “TIMEKEEPING;” AMENDING CHAPTER 8
“EMPLOYEE BENEFITS” BY AMENDING ARTICLE 8-1 “EMPLOYEE INSURANCE;”
AND AMENDING CHAPTER 9 “LEAVE TIME” BY AMENDING ARTICLE 9-2
“VACATION” OF THE MANUAL.
WHEREAS, the Town has determined that it is necessary for the efficient administration
of the Town, and is in the best interests of its employees, to have a comprehensive personnel
policy manual (the “Manual”); and
WHEREAS, Chapter 2 “Wages” of the Manual sets forth, among other things,
timekeeping by employees; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council wish to amend Article 2-3 “Timekeeping” to
coincide with the implementation of a new timekeeping system for employee time entry; and
WHEREAS, Chapter 8 “Employee Benefits,” of the Manual sets forth, among other
things, employee insurance; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council wish to amend the title of Article 8-1 “Employee
Insurance” to “Benefit Plans” and to update the policy to reflect the change that the premiums for
employee only coverage is no longer fully paid by the Town; and
WHEREAS, Chapter 9 “Leave Time” of the Manual sets forth, among other things,
employee vacation; and
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council with to amend Article 9-2-8 relative to vacation buyback, to clarify that an employee may only buy back vacation in extenuating circumstances and
setting forth the specific policy requirements for vacation buy back; and

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0521 (Personnel Policy-Resolution No. 2017-0521)

___________________________________________________

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council have reviewed the proposed Article 2-3
“Timekeeping;” Article 8-1 “Employee Insurance;” and Article 9-2 “Vacation” of the Personnel
Policy Manual attached hereto as Exhibit “A,” and find that adoption of the proposed
amendments is in the best interest of the Town and its employees.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution
No. 2017-0521

Page 1 of 2
Packet Pg. 346

8.G.1

Section 1.

The amendments to Chapter 2, Chapter 8 and Chapter 9, as set forth in Exhibit
“A” attached hereto are hereby adopted and incorporated herein by this reference.

Section 2.

The various Town officers and employees are authorized and directed to perform
all acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this Resolution.

Section 3.

All ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of ordinances, resolutions or
motions of the council in conflict with the provisions of this Resolution are
hereby repealed, effective as of the effective date of this Resolution.

Section 4.

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Resolution is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the
remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.

_________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

__________________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney

__________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

Sahuarita, Arizona Resolution
No. 2017-0521
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Sahuarita, Arizona, as follows:
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EXHIBIT “A”

August 28, 2017 Personnel Policy Manual Changes
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TIMEKEEPING

Section 2-3-1

All non-exempt employees are issued a time card and must use the
designated card reader or the required to log his/her hours of work for
each day in the Employee Self Service (ESS) time and attendance
system. keeping website to record their hours of work.

SECTION 2-3-2

All employees must record, through the time keeping system, their work
start and stop timeseach day. Employees are not to subtract any record
their break periods but must record their start and stop times for their
lunch/meal periods and personal breaks longer than fifteen (15) minutes.

Section 2-3-2 Employees will be notified if their position is exempt from keeping a record of
their lunch/meal period start and stop times.
Hours will be rounded to a
seven-minute grace period with a fifteen-minute round. For example, if an
employee begins/ends work at 7:07 a.m., the employee will round back to
7:00 a.m. If the employee begins/ends work at 7:08 a.m., they will round
up to 7:15 a.m. This applies to when an employee begins/ends work early
as well as late. For example, if an employee begins/ends work at 6:53
a.m., they will round up to 7:00 a.m. If an employee begins/ends work at
6:52 a.m. they will round back to 6:45 a.m.
Employees will be notified if their position is exempt from keeping a record
of their lunch/meal period start and stop times.
Section 2-3-3
If an employee is missing hours, or if hours need to be corrected, an
employee must notify his/her supervisor so an edit can be made to the
timecard.
Section 2-3-44

Full-time non-exemptAn employees who are not on FMLA and work less
than their regular scheduled work week must use either their accrued
vacation or sick time, depending on the reason for the reduced hours, to
reach the number of hours in theirhis/her regular work week. Employees
may also elect to use theirhis/her accrued compensatory time. All
scheduled leave time should be entered through ESS using the Time off
Request.
Full-time non-exempt employees who are not on FMLA and work more
than fifteen (15) minutes less than their regularly scheduled work week will
have their benefits pro-rated based off the number of hours worked.
Section 2-3-5 5
Under no circumstances can paid leave be used to exceed the employee’s
regularly scheduled work week. This may require an adjustment to leave
hours initially recorded in the ESS time and attendance
systemtimekeeping system.
The Town’s annual budget and benefit accruals rates are based on full-time employees
working a full forty (40) hour work week.
Section 2-3-6
An employee may not accumulate overtime by arriving early or leaving
late, including meal breaks, unless pre-authorized by his/her supervisor.
All overtime must first be pre-approved by the supervisor before working
overtime.
Section 2-3-7

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0521 (Personnel Policy-Resolution No. 2017-0521)

ARTICLE 2-3

All employees are to review his/her timesheet weekly to verify that the
hours worked and leave time on the timesheet are complete and accurate
for that week. Any falsification or misrepresentation of time and
attendance information may result in disciplinary action, up to and
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including termination of employment. The supervisor is responsible for
ensuring that the work and leave time reported accurately reflects each
employee’s activity for each pay period.
The ESS time and attendance system is the official record for hours
worked and leave time taken for all employees. Any disputes over actual
hours worked or attendance will be resolved by referring to the official
ESS time and attendance system records.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0521 (Personnel Policy-Resolution No. 2017-0521)

Section 2-3-8
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ARTICLE 8-1

BENEFIT PLANS EMPLOYEE INSURANCE

Section 8-1-1

The Town offers group insurance coverage for all eligible employees for
the following: furnishes all full-time employees with a major medical
insurance plan beginning the first day of the month following the
employee’s date of hire which includes hospitalization, and accident
coverage.
A. Medical Insurance

C. Life Insurance (Basic and Supplemental)
D. Additional Plans, as approved by the Town Council
Section 8-1-2

Coverage under the different benefit plans may take effect at different
times following employment.

Section 8-1-3

The Town may share the cost with the employee for some benefit plans,
except the Town pays the entire premium cost for the employee’s basic
life policy.

Section 8-1-4

An employee may elect to cover eligible dependents under the benefit
programs in accordance with current contract requirements and rate
schedules.

Section 8-1-5

The Town reserves the right to alter, amend or delete any of the employee
benefits programs described in the Manual, including the employer
contribution or payment for those benefits. Additional materials and
information relating to the benefit programs offered by the Town may be
obtained in the Human Resources Department.

A. Premiums for full-time employees, not dependents, are fully paid by the
Town.
B. Premiums for eligible part-time employees are paid one- half by the
Town and one-half by the employee.
C. Dependents of eligible insured employees may be covered under a
major medical insurance plan with the employee paying a portion of
the additional premium cost as established by the Town Council.
Section 8-1-62

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0521 (Personnel Policy-Resolution No. 2017-0521)

B. Dental Insurance

Employees who have met the eligibility requirements shall The Town
employees shall be eligible to participate in the Arizona State Retirement
System or in the Arizona state Public Safety Personnel Retirement
System. (for qualified police personnel) so long as they meet the
requirements of such plan. Long term disability coverage is available to
members of the Arizona State Retirement system or the Arizona State
Public Safety Retirement System for partial replacement of income during
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VACATION

Section 9-2-8

In extenuating circumstances, an Eemployees who have accrued two
hundred (200) or more hours of unused vacation leave may be eligible
to sell up to forty (40) hours of vacation leave back to the Town at
their current base rate of pay or re-designated up to forty (40) hours of
vacation leave as compensatory time, subject to the maximum
permitted compensatory time. In order to qualify for consideration, the
employee must have either:
A. More than 200 hours of unused accrued vacation leave, and;
A.B. Taken a minimum of eighty (80) hours of vacation leave during the
previous twelve (12) months, excluding vacation hours donated to a
co-worker, or vacation hours used in lieu of sick hours, orand;
B.C. Formally requested, and been denied, vacation leave during the
previous twelve (12) months that would have given him or her a
minimum of eighty (80) hours of vacation leave.
To request approval, the employee must complete the Vacation Leave
Buy-Back Request Form and submit the form to his or her supervisor. If
approval is granted by the Department Director, the and the Human
Resources Director and the Town Manager, the employee will receive
pay for the number of vacation hours sold, or re-designation of the
hours to compensatory time, on the last payday of that quarter. In the
event the request is approved less than thirty (30) days prior to the last
payday of that quarter, payment or re-designation will be made on the
last payday of the following quarter. If the employee’s request is not
approved, the employee must take vacation leave or forfeit vacation
hours that exceed the two hundred forty (240) hour maximum.

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0521 (Personnel Policy-Resolution No. 2017-0521)

ARTICLE 9-2

Packet Pg. 352

8.H

Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager
Teri Bankhead, Assistant to the Town Manager

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Approval of Contract No. 180024, for Emergency Food Services with the
Community Food Bank in Green Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank, in the amount of
$42,000, commencing August 29, 2017 and terminating August 28, 2018; and
approval of Contract No. 180025, for Emergency Housing, Shelter and Utility
Assistance Services, with Green Valley Assistance Services, Inc. dba Valley
Assistance Services, in the amount of $50,000, commencing August 29, 2017 and
terminating August 28, 2018.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

 Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER: Goal 2 Provide Events and Programs that Foster Community Engagement and Enhance
the Lives of Residents; 7. Collaborate with regional partners in providing programs that address social
service needs of residents, such as emergency housing, shelter, food sustenance, and victim witness
services.
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
General Fund: $92,000
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends awarding funding of $42,000 for the provision of Emergency Food Services to the
Community Food Bank in Green Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank, and $50,000 for the provision of
Emergency Housing, Shelter and Utility Assistance Services to Green Valley Assistance Services Inc. dba
Valley Assistance Services.
SUGGESTED MOTION
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I move to approve Contract No. 180024 to award $42,000 to the Community Food Bank in Green
Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank for the provision of emergency food services, and Contract No.
180025 to award $50,000 to Valley Assistance Services for the provision of emergency housing,
shelter, and utility assistance services.
DISCUSSION
The Sahuarita Town Council adopted the following policy at the January 25, 2010 meeting:
The Sahuarita Town Council is of the opinion that it is in the best interest of the community to help
provide for certain basic human service(s), which are currently not provided by the Town government
and that for reasons of efficiency, the cost effective Way to provide these service(s) is by contracting
with existing outside agencies, which already have experience in providing these service(s).
Each fiscal year, the Town Council will:
1. Decide how much money, if any, to allocate.
2. Determine basic human services of interest.
3. Identify what percentage of the available funding will be provided to each service.
Funding of $92,000 for Human Services needs of emergency housing, shelter and utility services and
emergency food services was adopted by the Town Council for the Fiscal Year 2018 Budget. The Request
for Qualifications and Proposal was published on the Town website and a press release was issued July
17, 2017. A deadline of Monday, July 31, 2017 was established for submissions. This year, for the first
time, the proposal for housing, shelter and utility assistance requires the vendor to allocate $10,000 of
the $50,000 to wastewater utility assistance for Sahuarita residents. The vendor will manage the
program, including defining program eligibility.
Only one proposal was received for emergency food services, from the Community Food Bank in Green
Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank. Only one proposal was received for emergency housing, shelter and
utility assistance services, from Valley Assistance Services.
The proposals were evaluated August 1, 2017 by a Human Services Review Committee, staffed by Town
employees from the Town Manager and Finance departments. Staff recommends award of these two
contracts.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Contract No. 180024
2. Contract No. 180025
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APPROVED
Town of Sahuarita
Department of Law

CONTRACT
FOR HUMAN SERVICES

Department:
Agency:
Project Name:
Project Number:
Contract Dates:
Contract Number:
Amount:
Funding Source:

Town Manager
Community Food Bank in Green Valley/Sahuarita Food Bank
Provision of Emergency Food Services
Start: 8/29/2017
180024
$42,000
General Fund

End: 8/28/2018

TOWN COUNCIL MEMBERS
Mayor Tom Murphy
Vice Mayor Melissa L. Hicks
Duane Blumberg
Bill Bracco
Kara Egbert
Gil Lusk
Lynne Skelton

Attachment: Contract No. 180024 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

Town of Sahuarita, Arizona

TOWN MANAGEMENT
L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager
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THIS CONTRACT is entered into between the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona, an Arizona municipal
corporation (hereinafter “Town”), and Community Food Bank in Green Valley/Sahuarita Food Bank, an
Arizona Corporation, (hereinafter “Agency”).
WITNESSETH
Whereas, the Sahuarita Town Council has determined that it is in the best interest of the community
to help provide for certain basic human services, which are currently not provided by the Town government;
and

Whereas, the Mayor and Council have determined that financial participation in the provision of
emergency food services to residents of the Town facing emergency situations is a public purpose in that
the activities confer benefits of a general character to a significant part of the public; and
Whereas, the parties wish to enter into a Contract for the Town to provide funds to the Agency for
the provision of emergency food services to residents of the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona.
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions hereinafter
provided, it is agreed between the Town and the Agency as follows:
1

2

3

4

Effective Date; Term; Renewal.
1.1

This Contract shall commence on 8/29/2017 (“Effective Date”), and shall terminate on
8/28/2018 (“Termination Date”).

1.2

Any modification or extension to this Contract shall be by formal written amendment
executed by the parties hereto.

SCOPE OF SERVICES.
2.1

The Agency shall provide the services of emergency food services to residents of
Sahuarita, Arizona as described in Exhibit 1 Agency Proposal.

2.2

The purpose of the Town of Sahuarita funding is to increase the number of residents of the
Town that can be served by an agency, and not to replace other funding streams
designated for assisting Town residents with emergency food services.

DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS. Two separate, equal distributions of funds shall be made to the Agency
by the Town as follows:
3.1

Within thirty days of the Effective Date of this Contract, the Agency shall submit to the
Town, in a form acceptable to the Town, a request for payment in the amount of Twentyone Thousand Dollars ($21,000.00).

3.2

Six months from the Effective Date of this Contract, the Agency shall submit to the Town,
in a form acceptable to the Town, a request for payment of the second and final distribution
in the amount of Twenty-one Thousand Dollars ($21,000.00).

3.3

All payment requests must be received by the Town by the end of the Town’s fiscal year.
All contracted funds must be utilized by the Agency as specified by the Termination Date
of this Contract. The Agency shall return all funds that were provided by the Town but not
utilized by the Termination Date.

3.4

Any and all remaining balances will be retained by the Town and will be unavailable to the
Agency.

Attachment: Contract No. 180024 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

Whereas, for reasons of efficiency, the most effective way to provide these services is by
contracting with existing outside agencies, which already have experience in providing these services; and

PAYMENT WITHHELD. The Town reserves the right, in its sole and absolute discretion, to withhold
payment of any amounts in the event that the Town determines that services are not being provided
to the Town’s residents in a manner acceptable to the Town. In the event that payment is withheld
due to a deficiency in the method or manner of delivery of services, the Agency will have 30 days
to correct such deficiency. If, in the sole determination of the Town, the deficiency is remedied in
a manner acceptable to the Town, payment may be issued at that time.

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/15/2016
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RECORDS. The Agency shall maintain and retain thorough records of all project business
transactions and activities for at least four years from the end of the contract year in which the
transactions, activities, and expenditures took place. It shall give the Town, through any authorized
representatives, access to and the right to examine and copy all records, books, papers or
documents relating to or arising from all Agency operations funded in whole or in part under the
Contract, during the term of this Contract and for a period of four years following the termination of
this Contract.

6

REPORTS. The Agency shall provide the Town with bi-annual Performance Measurement Reports
due on or prior to the 15th of January and June, during the term of this contract, as well as a final
Performance Measurement Report 30 days after the contract has terminated. The Performance
Measurement Report Template for the Agency is shown in Exhibit C and is subject to change by
the Town with the Agency’s input. In addition to the performance measures in Exhibit C, the Agency
may also provide a report of agency observations or client successes.

7

MONITORING. The Town shall have the authority to monitor Agency to ensure compliance with
applicable federal, state and local requirements and achievement of program performance goals,
and the Agency shall take all reasonable measures and efforts to cooperate with the Town its efforts
to monitor contract compliance and service delivery.

8

INFORMATION. Subject to such rules, regulations and restrictions of confidentiality that may apply
by law to the parties and their personnel and clients, the Town shall have unrestricted authority to
publish, disclose, distribute and otherwise use, in whole or in part, any reports, data, materials or
other information prepared under or in conjunction with this Contract.

9

AUDIT. The Agency shall provide the Town with a copy of any financial audit of the subject program,
or portion thereof. This provision shall survive the termination of this Contract.

10

CONFLICT OF INTEREST. This Contract is subject to the provisions of A.R.S. § 38-511, which provides
in pertinent part:
The state, its political subdivisions or any department of either may, within three years after its
execution, cancel any contract, without penalty or further obligation, made by the state, its political
subdivisions, or any of the departments or agencies of either if any person significantly involved in
initiating, negotiating, securing, drafting or creating the contract on behalf of the state, its political
subdivisions or any of the departments or agencies of either is, at any time, while the contract or
any extension of the contract is in effect, an employee or agent of any other party to the contract in
any capacity or a consultant to any other party to the contract with respect to the subject matter of
the contract.
The Agency shall establish safeguards to prohibit its employees, board members, advisors and
agents from using their positions for any purposes that are or give the appearance of being,
motivated by a desire for private gain for themselves or others, particularly those with whom they
have family, business or other ties. Said safeguards should be substantially designed and
executed to prevent actual violations of applicable conflicts of interest laws. The Agency shall
disclose in writing to the Town any conflict of interest or potential conflict of interest described
above, immediately upon discovery of such.

11

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. For the purpose of this Contract, it is understood that the parties are
independent contractors and no employee or agent of one is, for any purpose of this Contract, an
employee or agent of the other. Nothing contained herein, or any of the obligations of the parties
hereunder, shall in any manner inure to the benefit of third parties, unless otherwise agreed to in
writing by authorized officers of the parties.

12

INDEMNIFICATION. The Agency agrees and covenants to hold the Town harmless, indemnify and
defend it and its officers and agents of and from any and all claims of loss, damages, death or injury
sustained by any person or damage to any property and all expenses, including reasonable
attorney’s fees incurred or thereby arising from the performance of the Agency’s principals, staff,
agents, contractors, subcontractors or employees under the provisions of this Contract.

13

INSURANCE. Agency agrees to obtain insurance coverage of the types, terms and amounts required
in Exhibit “A” to this Contract, and keep such insurance coverage in force throughout the life of this
Contract. If a certificate of insurance is submitted as verification of coverage as required in Exhibit
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14

INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE. The Human Services Provider Request for Qualifications &
Proposal for Emergency Food Services for Residents in the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona and
Proposal in response thereto submitted by the Agency, are hereby incorporated herein by this
reference.

15

TERMINATION. Town may terminate this Contract at any time by giving written notice to Agency of
such termination and specifying the effective date thereof, at least fifteen (15) days before the
effective date of such termination. In the event the Town terminates this Contract due to the
Agency’s failure to cure any default, breach or violation as provided herein above or due to the
Agency’s breach or violation of any covenant, Contract or assurance herein, the Town may, at its
option, make written demand for repayment of, and the Agency shall immediately upon receipt of
such written demand of the Town, repay all sums received by the Agency from the Town under this
Contract, plus interest thereon at the legal rate plus all expenses incurred by the Town, including
reasonable attorney’s fees incurred in recovering said sums.

16

OFFSETTING CLAIM. Notwithstanding any provision appearing to the contrary, the Agency shall not
be relieved of liability to the Town of damages sustained by the Town by virtue of any breach of
this Contract by the Agency, its officers, agents, managers or employees. The Town may withhold
payment of funding to the Agency for the purpose of an offsetting claim, until such time as the full
amount of damage incurred by the Town which is then due from the Agency is determined and
paid.

17

INTEGRATED DOCUMENT. This Contract, and the following referenced and/or attached Exhibits
including attachments and references thereto, embody the entire Contract between the Town and
the Agency for the scope of services and their terms and conditions: Human Services Provider
Request for Qualifications & Proposal for Emergency Food Services for Residents in the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona and all exhibits thereto, and the Agency’s response thereto. No verbal contracts
or conversation with any officer, agent or employee of the Town prior to or after the execution of
this Contract shall affect or modify any of the terms or obligations contained in any documents
comprising this Contract. Any such verbal contract shall be considered as unofficial information
and in no way binding upon the Town.

18

NON-ASSIGNABILITY. The Agency shall not assign any rights, obligations or other interests in this
Contract, and shall not transfer any interest in this Contract, without prior written consent of the
Town thereto.

19

SUCCESSORS. The Agency covenants that the provisions of this Contract shall be binding upon its
heirs, successors, subcontractors, representatives and agents.

20

NON-DISCRIMINATION. The Parties agree to comply with all provisions and requirements of Arizona
Executive Order 2009-09 including flow down of all provisions and requirements to any
subcontractors. Executive Order 2009-09 supersedes Executive Order 99-4 and amends
Executive Order 75-5 and may be viewed and downloaded at the Governor of the State of Arizona’s
website http://azmemory.azlibrary.gov/cdm/ref/collection/execorders/id/680 which is hereby
incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth in full herein. During the performance of this
Agreement, the Parties shall not discriminate against any employee, client or any other individual
in any way because of that person’s age, race, creed, color, religion, sex, disability or national
origin.

21

COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS. The Agency shall comply with all applicable federal,
state, and local laws, rules, regulations, standards and Executive Orders, without limitation to those
designated within this Contract.

Contract for Human Services
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“A,” the Town shall reasonably rely upon the certificate of insurance as evidence of coverage, but
such acceptance and reliance shall not waive or alter in any way the insurance requirements or
obligations of this Contract. If any of the required policies expire during the life of this Contract, it
shall be Agency’s responsibility to forward renewal certificates within ten days after the renewal
date containing all the aforementioned insurance provisions. This Contract shall be of no force or
effect until a copy of an appropriate and sufficient subject insurance policy or certificate thereof is
delivered to the Town.
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21.1

The Agency understands and acknowledges the applicability to it of the American with
Disabilities Act, the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 and the Drug Free
Workplace Act of 1988. The following is only applicable to construction contracts: The
Contractor must also comply with A.R.S. § 34-301, “Employment of Aliens on Public Works
Prohibited”, and A.R.S. § 34-302, as amended, “Residence Requirements for Employees”.

21.2

Under the provisions of A.R.S. §41-4401, Agency hereby warrants to the Town that the
Agency and each of its subcontractors (“Subcontractors”) will comply with, and are
contractually obligated to comply with, all Federal Immigration laws and regulations that
relate to their employees and A.R.S. §23-214(A) (hereinafter “Agency Immigration
Warranty”).
A breach of the Agency Immigration Warranty shall constitute a material breach of this
Contract and shall subject the Agency to penalties up to and including termination of this
Contract at the sole discretion of the Town.
The Town retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any Agency or Subcontractor
employee who works on this Contract to ensure that the Agency or Subcontractor is
complying with the Agency Immigration Warranty. Agency agrees to assist the Town in
regard to any such inspections.
The Town may, at its sole discretion, conduct random verification of the employment
records of the Agency and any subcontractor to ensure compliance with Agency’s
Immigration Warranty. Agency agrees to assist the Town in regard to any random
verification performed.
Neither the Agency nor any Subcontractor shall be deemed to have materially breached
the Agency Immigration Warranty if the Agency or Subcontractor establishes that it has
complied with the employment verification provisions prescribed by sections 274A and
274B of the Federal Immigration and Nationality Act and the E-Verify requirements
prescribed by A.R.S. §23-214, Subsection A.
The provisions of this Article must be included in any contract the Agency enters into with
any and all of its subcontractors who provide services under this Contract or any
subcontract. “Services” are defined as furnishing labor, time or effort in the State of Arizona
by a contractor or subcontractor. Services include construction or maintenance of any
structure, building or transportation facility or improvement to real property.

21.3 Contractor certifies that, as provided in A.R.S. § 35-393.01, the Contractor is not currently
engaged in, and agrees for the duration of the contract to not engage in, a boycott of Israel.
Contractor further acknowledges that any subcontractor who is contracted by Contractor
to perform work pursuant to this Contract shall warrant that it does not have business
operations currently engaged in a boycott of Israel.
22

NOTICES. Any notice required or permitted to be given under this Contract shall be in writing and
shall be served by delivery or by certified mail upon the other party as provided in Exhibit “B” to this
Contract.

23

NON-APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS. Notwithstanding any other provision in this Contract, this Contract
may be terminated if for any reason the Sahuarita Town Council does not appropriate sufficient
monies for the purpose of maintaining this Contract. In the event of such termination, Town shall
have no further obligation to Agency, other than for services rendered prior to termination.

24

APPLICABLE Law. This Contract shall be governed by the law of the State of Arizona, and suites
pertaining to this Contract shall be brought only in Pima County, State of Arizona.

25

ENTIRE CONTRACT. This document constitutes the entire Contract between the parties and shall
not be modified, amended, altered or changed except through a written amendment signed by the
parties.
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written below.

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/15/2016

Page 4 of 5
Packet Pg. 359

Attachment: Contract No. 180024 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

8.H.1

Packet Pg. 360

8.H.1

COVERAGE AFFORDED
Worker’s Compensation

LIMITS OF LIABILITY
Statutory

Commercial General
Liability Insurance
Including:

$1,000,000 – Bodily Injury
Combined Single Limit
$100,000 Property Damage

A.
B.
C.

Products & Completed Operations
Blanket Contractual
Premises-Operations-Personal Injury

The following Automobile Liability Insurance coverage will also be required for all professional services
contracts which require automobile travel by Agency.
Comprehensive Automobile Liability
Insurance including: non-owned, and
Hired vehicles

$1,000,000 – Bodily Injury
Combined Single Limit
$100,000 Property Damage

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
1.

THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA WILL BE ADDED AS ADDITIONAL INSURED UNDER THE
COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY AND COMPREHENSIVE AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY
POLICIES.

2.

Policies will not be cancelled or reduced in coverage without ten (10) days written notice to the
Town.

3.

Deductibles will be stated on the certificate of insurance and are subject to the review and approval
of the Town.

4.

Agency shall provide Town with proof of compliance with the insurance provisions and
requirements within ten (10) days of the date this Contract is executed by all parties by providing a
current certificate of insurance and the associated endorsement to the policy. Failure of Agency to
comply with the insurance requirements at any time shall result in a breach of this Contract, and
shall,
among
other
things,
allow
immediate
termination
of
this
Contract.

5.

Agencies performing any portion of a Project that shall acquire funding from the Regional
Transportation Authority (RTA) shall name the RTA as additional insured and additional
indemnitee. The RTA shall be identified as an additional insured with respect to insurance policies
for general liability, automobile liability and defects in design. Agency is also required to name the
RTA as an additional beneficiary in any performance and payment related assurances posted for
the Project.
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DATE (MM/DD/YYYY)

CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

6/20/2017

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.
IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).
CONTACT
Laura Harder CIC,
NAME:
PHONE
(520)571-7737
(A/C, No, Ext):
E-MAIL
ADDRESS: Laura@GBPrs.com

PRODUCER

GBP Risk Solutions
www.GBPrs.com
4544 E Camp Lowell Dr Ste 110
Tucson
AZ 85712-1282

CISR
FAX
(A/C, No): (520)571-9115

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE

NAIC #

INSURER A :Cincinnati

Indemnity Company
INSURER B :CopperPoint General Insurance

INSURED

Community Food Bank, Inc.
P.O. Box 26727

23280

INSURER D :
INSURER E :

Tucson

AZ

85726-6727

INSURER F :

CERTIFICATE NUMBER:17/18 GL/AL/XS/WC

COVERAGES

REVISION NUMBER:
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INSURER C :

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.
INSR
LTR

TYPE OF INSURANCE

X
A

ADDL SUBR
INSD WVD

POLICY NUMBER

POLICY EFF
POLICY EXP
(MM/DD/YYYY) (MM/DD/YYYY)

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY
CLAIMS-MADE

X

OCCUR

ETN0444104 (1)

7/1/2017

7/1/2018

GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER:
PROX LOC
POLICY
JECT

LIMITS

EACH OCCURRENCE
DAMAGE TO RENTED
PREMISES (Ea occurrence)

$

MED EXP (Any one person)

$

PERSONAL & ADV INJURY

$

GENERAL AGGREGATE

$

PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG

$

COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
(Ea accident)
BODILY INJURY (Per person)

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY

A

ANY AUTO
ALL OWNED
AUTOS

X

HIRED AUTOS

X

UMBRELLA LIAB

1,000,000
100,000
5,000
1,000,000
2,000,000
2,000,000

$

OTHER:

X

$

X

SCHEDULED
AUTOS
NON-OWNED
AUTOS

ETN0444104 (1)

7/1/2017

7/1/2018

$

1,000,000

$

BODILY INJURY (Per accident) $
PROPERTY DAMAGE
(Per accident)

$
$

A

B

EXCESS LIAB

X

OCCUR

EACH OCCURRENCE

$

CLAIMS-MADE

AGGREGATE

$

X RETENTION $
10,000
DED
WORKERS COMPENSATION
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY
Y/N
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE
N/A
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED?
(Mandatory in NH)
If yes, describe under
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below

ETN0444104 (1)

7/1/2017

7/1/2018

$

X

PER
STATUTE

OTHER

E.L. EACH ACCIDENT

1018212

7/1/2017

7/1/2018

5,000,000
5,000,000

$

E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE $
E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT

$

500,000
500,000
500,000

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space is required)

RE: Town of Sahuarita food purchase grant
Evidence of Insurance. The Town of Sahuarita & RTA are named as additional insured(s) to the general
liability and auto liability.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

Town of Sahuarita
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.
AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

R Gregson/HARDER
ACORD 25 (2014/01)
INS025 (201401)

© 1988-2014 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.
The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD
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TOWN:

AGENCY:

L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager
Town of Sahuarita
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

Mary Jane Goodrick, Executive Director
Community Food Bank in Green Valley
250 E. Continental Road
Green Valley, AZ 85614

with a copy to:

With a copy to:

Daniel J. Hochuli, Town Attorney
Town of Sahuarita
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

None
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Exhibit C

Please provide written Performance Measurement Reports on the 15th (or the following working day) of January and June during the
term of the contract and one final written report due 30 days after contract termination.

Performance Measures
Total Number of unduplicated Sahuarita Town
Households served:
Number of Egg Cartons provided to Sahuarita
Town Households:
Number of Gallons of Milk provided to
Sahuarita Town Households:
Number of Holiday Turkeys provided to
Sahuarita Town Households:
Number of Food Boxes provided to Sahuarita
Town Households:
Expenditures for Eggs:
Expenditures for Milk:
Expenditures for Holiday Turkeys:
Expenditures for Food Boxes:

Agency Observations /Client Successes:

8/29/17 thru
12/31/17
Due: 1/15/18

1/1/18 thru
6/14/18
Due: 6/15/18

Final Report Totals
Due: 9/29/18
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2017/18 Contract for Human Services
Exhibit C - Performance Measure Report Template

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/15/2016

Packet Pg. 365

8.H.1

Attachment: Contract No. 180024 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

EXHIBIT 1

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/15/2016

Packet Pg. 366

8.H.1

FORM 1
PROJECT PROPOSAL SUMMARY SHEET

1.

Agency Name: Community Food Bank in Green Valley and Sahuarita Food Bank

2.

Agency Address: 250 East Continental Road, Green Valley, AZ 85614 and 17750 S La
Canada Drive, Sahuarita, AZ 85629
ZIP: 85614 and 85629

3.

Project Title:

4.

Contact Person (for this proposal) _Mary Jane Goodrick______ Phone #: (520) 625-5252_____

Emergency Food Assistance Program - Sahuarita___________________

Fax #: _(520) 625-5692______________

Email: _mjgoodrick@communityfoodbank.org__

5.

Agency Executive Director: Mary Jane Goodrick, ED; Michael McDonald, CEO

6.

Federal Tax ID#: __51-0192519_____________ Date of Incorporation: __1975___________

(New applicants must submit IRS tax exemption request letter with completed application)

7.
Service Address(s): Community Food Bank in Green Valley: 250 East Continental Drive,
Green Valley, 85614; and Sahuarita Food Bank: 17550 S. La Canada Drive, Sahuarita, AZ
85629_______ ZIP: _85614 and 85629___________
If location is unknown, explain how site(s) will be selected ___________________________
___________________________________________________________________________.
8.

Has this project been funded by the Town previously?

X

Yes

No

9.
Briefly describe the project: _Community members in southern Arizona experiencing food
insecurity rely on the Community Food Bank in Green Valley (CFB-GV) and the Sahuarita Food
Bank (SFB) for programs designed to meet their hunger needs. With the continued generous support
of the Town of Sahuarita, we will distribute food boxes at both CFB-GV and SFB up to twice a
month at no cost to low-income individuals and households in need of short-term hunger relief. Those
we serve include the elderly, children, working families and the homeless. Emergency food boxes
consist of surplus USDA commodities, donated food items and purchased food. Clients are also
offered milk, eggs, bread, and fresh produce when available. ______________________________
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In collaboration with our Sahuarita-based non-profit partner agencies, the CFB-GV distributes
over 26,000 food boxes each year, many of these to Sahuarita residents. With the Town of
Sahuarita’s support we are able to operate our non-profit partner agency program, which
provides additional food resources to the hungry in Sahuarita. Our partners include the
Sahuarita Food Bank (SFB), Genesis House Domestic Violence Shelter and Sahuarita Schools
LINK afterschool Program. Volunteers are essential to food distribution in the Sahuarita area; In
FY17, volunteers generously worked 21,605 hours at CFB-GV and 15,330 hours at the SFB.
The Sahuarita Food Bank (SFB) has been a CFB partner agency, and close collaborator of the
CFB-GV, since 2009. SFB distributes emergency food to vulnerable populations experiencing a
hunger crisis in the Sahuarita community. SFB is a tax-exempt, not-for-profit food bank hosted
by the Good Shepherd United Church of Christ and serving the communities of both Sahuarita
and southern Tucson. With only two part-time staff, SFB depends upon the generosity of its
volunteers. SFB’s mission is to provide basic emergency nutritional foods to those in need. This
includes emergency weekend food for school children through the BackPack Program.
SFB has partnerships with Pima County, United Community Health Care, Valley Assistance
Services, Sahuarita and Continental Unified School Districts, and the Town of Sahuarita
Economic Development. Over the past year SFB has further developed collaborations with
other local entities including social-service organizations, foundations, businesses and civic
organizations.
The CFB-GV and SFB have established multiple emergency food programs for adults, youth,
seniors, and families to meet the emergency hunger needs of the community:
•

•

The Emergency Food Assistance Program (TEFAP): Both food banks offer this USDA
program that provides nonperishable items including cereal, canned fruits and
vegetables, tomato products, beans and rice to individuals and families experiencing a
food crisis. TEFAP food boxes consist of government donated commodities, Eligible
participants may receive a TEFAP food box once per month.
Feeding America BackPack Program: The SFB offers this program, which in FY 2017
provided weekend emergency food to 95 low-income Sahuarita students who qualify
for the Federal Free and Reduced-Price Lunch Program.
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FORM 2
PROPOSAL NARRATIVE – REFER TO PAGE 2 & 3
(FORM IS CONTINUOUS – 4 PAGES MAXIMUM, 12PT., 1” MARGINS ON ALL SIDES)
______________________________________________________________________________
1. Qualifications
The Community Food Bank of Southern Arizona (CFB)’s mission is to change lives in the
communities we serve by feeding the hungry today and building a healthy, hunger-free
tomorrow. In 1983, the CFB recognized the need for a branch bank in Green Valley-Sahuarita
and established the Community Food Bank in Green Valley (CFB-GV).
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______________________________________________________________________________
• Supplemental Emergency Food Box Program: Sahuarita clients experiencing extreme
hunger may receive a second food box. Both food banks offer this supplemental food
box, which includes especially nutritious items such as milk and eggs, fresh bread,
produce, and peanut butter. This program is available because of the generous support
of local donors, including the Town of Sahuarita.
• Food Plus (Commodity Supplemental Food Program): The CFB-GV offers this USDA
program which provides high-protein foods to senior citizens. Participants in this
program are verified by the Pima County Health Department and qualify to receive a
Food Plus food box once per month.
In FY18 the CFB-GV and SFB will offer other programs for the community, designed to help
clients become self-sufficient, such as:
• DES on the Go- The Department of Economic Security brings their mobile assistance
program to CFB-GV once a month, helping clients access all DES services.
• Community education- The food banks offer workshops on nutrition and healthy
recipes, cooking with produce from the food banks, and growing your own food.
• Client support – Both food banks partner with the Town to provide programming for
“From Insufficiency to Self-Sufficiency”; SFB provides a Success Coach to assist clients of the
SFB, CFB-GV, United Community Health Center, and Valley Assistance Services; CFB-GV offers
the Referral Assistance Program (RAP), helping clients connect with needed community
resources and information.

Locations of Service Delivery:
Community Food Bank in Green Valley
250 East Continental Road
Green Valley, Arizona 85614

Sahuarita Food Bank
17750 S La Canada Drive
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

The CFB has 41 years of experience providing emergency food relief to the community. The CFB
is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization based in Tucson providing food and food-related services
in a 23,000 square-mile region of southern Arizona including Pima, Cochise, Graham, Greenlee
and Santa Cruz counties. Established in 1976, we have gone from distributing food for 500
meals a day to over 65,000 meals a day. We have a long history of consistent, reliable program
delivery, providing southern Arizona with a multitude of food-related programs and services
including emergency food distribution, child hunger programs, home and community
gardening, farmers’ markets, job training and SNAP (food stamp) application assistance.
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Besides Green Valley, the CFB also has branch bank facilities in Amado, Nogales, Marana,
Willcox, and our Caridad Community Kitchen in Tucson that distributes up to 14,000 hot meals
monthly. Sahuarita residents have the option of receiving emergency food at any of these
locations. However, due to proximity, the CFB-GV and the SFB serve the vast majority of clients
from the Town of Sahuarita.
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______________________________________________________________________________
The SFB is a nonprofit with experienced and dedicated volunteer leadership, which includes a
former executive director of a Meals on Wheels program, a retired food service manager from
Pillsbury, the founding executive director of a community problem-solving initiative focused on
poverty, and individuals with extensive local charitable development experience. The SFB is
hosted by The Good Shepherd United Church of Christ, though half of the food bank’s funding
and volunteers come from outside the Church. In addition to emergency food assistance, the
SFB offers a BackPack program which provides low-income children with emergency food on
the weekends during the school year. In many cases these children would not have enough to
eat over the weekend if they did not receive this support.
2. Community Need
According to Feeding America’s most recent hunger report (2014), Arizona ranks 3rd in the
nation for childhood food insecurity. One in four children (nearly 500,000) in southern Arizona
is living in poverty and doesn’t know where the next meal will come from. According to the US
Census Bureau, the Town of Sahuarita as a whole is an affluent community, but 10% of people
under 18 and 33% of female-headed households live near or below the poverty level. In
addition to the working poor who constitute the expected clientele of a food bank, we have
served a number of families who have temporarily fallen on hard times due to job loss, family
tragedies, or other unforeseen circumstances. This estimate of poverty is reflected in the high
number of Sahuarita students eligible for the USDA Free or Reduced Lunch Program; according
to the Arizona Department of Education 39% of students attending Sahuarita Primary,
Intermediate and Middle Schools qualify and 37% of Sahuarita High School students.
Collectively, last fiscal year we served approximately 2,370 unduplicated Town of Sahuarita
residents through our emergency food programs, delivering 2,661 food boxes.
3. Proposed Plan of Action
We will dedicate funding from the Town of Sahuarita to the purchase of food for food boxes
distributed through the TEFAP, Supplemental Emergency Food Box, and Backpacks programs.
Clients who reside in Sahuarita can receive up to two food boxes per month, each box
containing two- to three-days’ worth of food. The second boxes are for clients who have
already received a box and are still in need of emergency food assistance that month. This
second food box often contains milk and eggs and other highly nutritious foods, when available.
Funding from the Town of Sahuarita will be used to supplement the USDA commodities and
donations we receive and fill those boxes and backpacks with healthy, nutritious food. In the
past, Town of Sahuarita funds have been used to purchase peanut butter, milk, eggs, additional
produce and holiday foods such as turkeys.
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To be eligible for emergency food assistance, residents must self-declare that their household
income does not exceed 185% of the federal poverty level. We use software to track the
number of clients served, demographics, and boxes distributed. In addition, poundage, food
received, purchased, donated, and distributed by the food bank and its partnering agencies is
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4. Goal and Objectives
The goal of The Emergency Food Assistance Program – Sahuarita is to provide basic emergency
food services to reduce hunger within the Sahuarita community, and ultimately southern
Arizona as a whole. We will measure the alleviation of hunger through tracking the amount of
emergency food assistance provided to children, seniors, homeless, and the working poor
families of Sahuarita who find themselves in need with nowhere else to turn to for help.
5. Performance Output
We expect an approximate 2% increase in clients this fiscal year. Collectively, we plan to serve
2,417 unduplicated Town of Sahuarita residents in fiscal year 2017-2018, and to distribute
2,714 emergency food boxes to Sahuarita residents during fiscal year 2017-2018.
Our computer systems track and measure the demographics of our clients as well as the
amount of food we receive and distribute. Additionally, we collect reports from our non-profit
partners regarding demographics and the number of clients they serve. In this way, we can
accurately measure and report upon the total number of Sahuarita residents we are serving at
our respective locations and through our non-profit partners.
6. Organization Budget Capacity
Funds will be used to purchase supplemental nutritious food items to be added to TEFAP and
the Supplemental Emergency food boxes received by residents of the Town of Sahuarita. These
food items may include milk, eggs, meat, and produce among other items. Eligibility will be
determined by respective food bank staff based on previous certification and verification that
the client’s address is within the Town of Sahuarita. All funding from the Town of Sahuarita will
be used to provide emergency food to Town of Sahuarita residents. After funds are secured
from the Town of Sahuarita, the CFB will create a memorandum of understanding with the SFB,
dividing the funds according to unduplicated number of clients served.
7. Identification of Responsible Person
Mary Jane Goodrick, Executive Director of the CFB-GV and CFB-Amado, will be responsible for
overseeing the management of all the Scope of Services for this application.
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tracked by food bank staff. This tracking system allows us to identify clients as Sahuarita
residents based on the address information they provide.

Contact Information:
Mary Jane Goodrick, Executive Director
MJGoodrick@communityfoodbank.org
(520) 625-5252
Community Food Bank in Green Valley
250 East Continental Road
Green Valley, Arizona 85614
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FORM 3
GRANTEE BUDGET
As part of the evaluation process, the Town would like to develop an understanding of the
overall function of potential grantees. Please complete the following schedule including the
applicant’s total funding sources and total projected expenditures of services for FY 2017/2018.
This data should not include any potential grant from the Town.

AGENCY FUNDING
SOURCES
Pima County:
County CDBG
County Outside Agency
County General Fund
Pima Health Systems
(Title XX)
County ESG

Self-generated Funds:
Contributions/Donor
Designations
Client Fees/Dues
Fundraising
Investment Income
Other:

Column 2
PROJECTED
BUDGET
FY 2017/18

AGENCY EXPENSES
Staff Salaries and Benefits

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES
FY 2017/18

$ 230,622

$ 25,000
Other Operating Expenses

$ 177,248

Direct Assistance to
Individuals

$1,975,005

Total Expenses:

$2,382,875

$ 343,995
$ 38,875

State:

Federal:
USDA Commodities

$425,000

Foundations:

$ 31,000
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Other:

Donated Food:
Individual and Corporate

$1,519,005

Total Funding Sources:

$2,382,875
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FORM 4
Activity Data and Proposed Budget – Town of Sahuarita Funding
Emergency Food Services

Out of that number, how many Town of Sahuarita
resident individuals were served during FY 2016/17:

____ 2,370_______

Number of total individuals projected to be served
during FY 2017/18:

____26,852_______

Out of that number, how many Town of Sahuarita
individuals do you project to be served during
FY 2017/18:

____ 2,417______

Type of Activity

1.

Food

Projected Number of
Town of Sahuarita
Residents to be
Served for period of:
8/29/17 – 8/28/18

Project Amount
Requested for period of:
8/29/17 – 8/28/18

2,417

$42,000

2.
3.
Total:

$42,000
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APPROVED
Town of Sahuarita
Department of Law

CONTRACT
FOR HUMAN SERVICES

Department:
Agency:
Project Name:
Project Number:
Contract Dates:
Contract Number:
Amount:
Funding Source:

Town Manager
Green Valley Assistance Services Inc., dba Valley Assistance Services
Provision of Emergency Housing, Shelter and Utility Assistance Services
N/A
Start: 8/29/2017 End: 8/28/2018
180025
$50,000
General Fund

TOWN COUNCIL MEMBERS
Mayor Tom Murphy
Vice Mayor Melissa L. Hicks
Duane Blumberg
Bill Bracco
Kara Egbert
Gil Lusk
Lynne Skelton
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Town of Sahuarita, Arizona

TOWN MANAGEMENT
L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager
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THIS CONTRACT is entered into between the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona, an Arizona municipal
corporation (hereinafter “Town”), and Valley Assistance Services, an Arizona Corporation, (hereinafter
“Agency”).
WITNESSETH
Whereas, the Sahuarita Town Council has determined that it is in the best interest of the community
to help provide for certain basic human services, which are currently not provided by the Town government;
and

Whereas, the Mayor and Council have determined that financial participation in the provision of
emergency housing, shelter and utility assistance services to residents of the Town facing emergency
situations is a public purpose in that the activities confer benefits of a general character to a significant part
of the public; and
Whereas, the parties wish to enter into a Contract for the Town to provide funds to the Agency for
the provision of emergency housing, shelter and utility assistance services to residents of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona.
NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the mutual covenants and conditions hereinafter
provided, it is agreed between the Town and the Agency as follows:
1

2

3

4

Effective Date; Term; Renewal.
1.1

This Contract shall commence on 8/29/2017 (“Effective Date”), and shall terminate on
8/29/2018 (“Termination Date”).

1.2

Any modification or extension to this Contract shall be by formal written amendment
executed by the parties hereto.

SCOPE OF SERVICES.
2.1

The Agency shall provide the services of emergency housing, shelter and utility assistance
services to residents of Sahuarita, Arizona as described in Exhibit 1 Agency Proposal.

2.2

The purpose of the Town of Sahuarita funding is to increase the number of residents of the
Town that can be served by an agency, and not to replace other funding streams
designated for assisting Town residents with emergency housing and shelter services.

DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS. Two separate, equal distributions of funds shall be made to the Agency
by the Town as follows:
3.1

Within thirty days of the Effective Date of this Contract, the Agency shall submit to the
Town, in a form acceptable to the Town, a request for payment in the amount of Twenty
Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000).

3.2

Six months from the Effective Date of this Contract, the Agency shall submit to the Town,
in a form acceptable to the Town, a request for payment of the second and final distribution
in the amount of Twenty Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000).

3.3

All payment requests must be received by the Town by the end of the Town’s fiscal year.
All contracted funds must be utilized by the Agency as specified by the Termination Date
of this Contract. The Agency shall return all funds that were provided by the Town but not
utilized by the Termination Date.

3.4

Any and all remaining balances will be retained by the Town and will be unavailable to the
Agency.
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Whereas, for reasons of efficiency, the most effective way to provide these services is by
contracting with existing outside agencies, which already have experience in providing these services; and

PAYMENT WITHHELD. The Town reserves the right, in its sole and absolute discretion, to withhold
payment of any amounts in the event that the Town determines that services are not being provided
to the Town’s residents in a manner acceptable to the Town. In the event that payment is withheld
due to a deficiency in the method or manner of delivery of services, the Agency will have 30 days
to correct such deficiency. If, in the sole determination of the Town, the deficiency is remedied in
a manner acceptable to the Town, payment may be issued at that time.
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RECORDS. The Agency shall maintain and retain thorough records of all project business
transactions and activities for at least four years from the end of the contract year in which the
transactions, activities, and expenditures took place. It shall give the Town, through any authorized
representatives, access to and the right to examine and copy all records, books, papers or
documents relating to or arising from all Agency operations funded in whole or in part under the
Contract, during the term of this Contract and for a period of four years following the termination of
this Contract.

6

REPORTS. The Agency shall provide the Town with written Performance Measurement Reports
due on or prior to the 15th of January and June during the term of this contract, as well as a final
Performance Measurement Report 30 days after the contract has terminated. The Performance
Measurement Report Template for the Agency is shown in Exhibit C and is subject to change by
the Town with the Agency’s input. In addition to the performance measures in Exhibit C, the Agency
may also provide a report of agency observations or client successes.

7

MONITORING. The Town shall have the authority to monitor Agency to ensure compliance with
applicable federal, state and local requirements and achievement of program performance goals,
and the Agency shall take all reasonable measures and efforts to cooperate with the Town its efforts
to monitor contract compliance and service delivery.

8

INFORMATION. Subject to such rules, regulations and restrictions of confidentiality that may apply
by law to the parties and their personnel and clients, the Town shall have unrestricted authority to
publish, disclose, distribute and otherwise use, in whole or in part, any reports, data, materials or
other information prepared under or in conjunction with this Contract.

9

AUDIT. The Agency shall provide the Town with a copy of any financial audit of the subject program,
or portion thereof. This provision shall survive the termination of this Contract.

10

CONFLICT OF INTEREST. This Contract is subject to the provisions of A.R.S. § 38-511, which provides
in pertinent part:
The state, its political subdivisions or any department of either may, within three years after its
execution, cancel any contract, without penalty or further obligation, made by the state, its political
subdivisions, or any of the departments or agencies of either if any person significantly involved in
initiating, negotiating, securing, drafting or creating the contract on behalf of the state, its political
subdivisions or any of the departments or agencies of either is, at any time, while the contract or
any extension of the contract is in effect, an employee or agent of any other party to the contract in
any capacity or a consultant to any other party to the contract with respect to the subject matter of
the contract.
The Agency shall establish safeguards to prohibit its employees, board members, advisors and
agents from using their positions for any purposes that are or give the appearance of being,
motivated by a desire for private gain for themselves or others, particularly those with whom they
have family, business or other ties. Said safeguards should be substantially designed and
executed to prevent actual violations of applicable conflicts of interest laws. The Agency shall
disclose in writing to the Town any conflict of interest or potential conflict of interest described
above, immediately upon discovery of such.

11

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR. For the purpose of this Contract, it is understood that the parties are
independent contractors and no employee or agent of one is, for any purpose of this Contract, an
employee or agent of the other. Nothing contained herein, or any of the obligations of the parties
hereunder, shall in any manner inure to the benefit of third parties, unless otherwise agreed to in
writing by authorized officers of the parties.

12

INDEMNIFICATION. The Agency agrees and covenants to hold the Town harmless, indemnify and
defend it and its officers and agents of and from any and all claims of loss, damages, death or injury
sustained by any person or damage to any property and all expenses, including reasonable
attorney’s fees incurred or thereby arising from the performance of the Agency’s principals, staff,
agents, contractors, subcontractors or employees under the provisions of this Contract.

13

INSURANCE. Agency agrees to obtain insurance coverage of the types, terms and amounts required
in Exhibit “A” to this Contract, and keep such insurance coverage in force throughout the life of this
Contract. If a certificate of insurance is submitted as verification of coverage as required in Exhibit
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14

INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE. The Human Services Provider Request for Qualifications &
Proposal for Emergency Housing and Shelter Services for Residents in the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona and Proposal in response thereto submitted by the Agency, are hereby incorporated herein
by this reference.

15

TERMINATION. Town may terminate this Contract at any time by giving written notice to Agency of
such termination and specifying the effective date thereof, at least fifteen (15) days before the
effective date of such termination. In the event the Town terminates this Contract due to the
Agency’s failure to cure any default, breach or violation as provided herein above or due to the
Agency’s breach or violation of any covenant, Contract or assurance herein, the Town may, at its
option, make written demand for repayment of, and the Agency shall immediately upon receipt of
such written demand of the Town, repay all sums received by the Agency from the Town under this
Contract, plus interest thereon at the legal rate plus all expenses incurred by the Town, including
reasonable attorney’s fees incurred in recovering said sums.

16

OFFSETTING CLAIM. Notwithstanding any provision appearing to the contrary, the Agency shall not
be relieved of liability to the Town for damages sustained by the Town by virtue of any breach of
this Contract by the Agency, its officers, agents, managers or employees. The Town may withhold
payment of funding to the Agency for the purpose of an offsetting claim, until such time as the full
amount of damage incurred by the Town which is then due from the Agency is determined and
paid.

17

INTEGRATED DOCUMENT. This Contract, and the following referenced and/or attached Exhibits
including attachments and references thereto, embody the entire Contract between the Town and
the Agency for the scope of services and their terms and conditions: Human Services Provider
Request for Qualifications & Proposal for Emergency Housing and Shelter Services for Residents
in the Town of Sahuarita, Arizona and all Exhibits thereto, and the Agency’s response thereto. No
verbal contracts or conversation with any officer, agent or employee of the Town prior to or after
the execution of this Contract shall affect or modify any of the terms or obligations contained in any
documents comprising this Contract. Any such verbal contract shall be considered as unofficial
information and in no way binding upon the Town.

18

NON-ASSIGNABILITY. The Agency shall not assign any rights, obligations or other interests in this
Contract, and shall not transfer any interest in this Contract, without prior written consent of the
Town thereto.

19

SUCCESSORS. The Agency covenants that the provisions of this Contract shall be binding upon its
heirs, successors, subcontractors, representatives and agents.

20

NON-DISCRIMINATION. The Parties agree to comply with all provisions and requirements of Arizona
Executive Order 2009-09 including flow down of all provisions and requirements to any
subcontractors. Executive Order 2009-09 supersedes Executive Order 99-4 and amends
Executive Order 75-5 and may be viewed and downloaded at the Governor of the State of Arizona’s
website http://azmemory.azlibrary.gov/cdm/ref/collection/execorders/id/680 which is hereby
incorporated into this Agreement as if set forth in full herein. During the performance of this
Agreement, the Parties shall not discriminate against any employee, client or any other individual
in any way because of that person’s age, race, creed, color, religion, sex, disability or national
origin.

21

COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS. The Agency shall comply with all applicable federal,
state, and local laws, rules, regulations, standards and Executive Orders, without limitation to those
designated within this Contract.

Contract for Human Services
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“A,” the Town shall reasonably rely upon the certificate of insurance as evidence of coverage, but
such acceptance and reliance shall not waive or alter in any way the insurance requirements or
obligations of this Contract. If any of the required policies expire during the life of this Contract, it
shall be Agency’s responsibility to forward renewal certificates within ten days after the renewal
date containing all the aforementioned insurance provisions. This Contract shall be of no force or
effect until a copy of an appropriate and sufficient subject insurance policy or certificate thereof is
delivered to the Town.
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21.1

The Agency understands and acknowledges the applicability to it of the American with
Disabilities Act, the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 and the Drug Free
Workplace Act of 1988. The following is only applicable to construction contracts: The
Contractor must also comply with A.R.S. § 34-301, “Employment of Aliens on Public Works
Prohibited”, and A.R.S. § 34-302, as amended, “Residence Requirements for Employees”.

21.2

Under the provisions of A.R.S. §41-4401, Agency hereby warrants to the Town that the
Agency and each of its subcontractors (“Subcontractors”) will comply with, and are
contractually obligated to comply with, all Federal Immigration laws and regulations that
relate to their employees and A.R.S. §23-214(A) (hereinafter “Agency Immigration
Warranty”).
A breach of the Agency Immigration Warranty shall constitute a material breach of this
Contract and shall subject the Agency to penalties up to and including termination of this
Contract at the sole discretion of the Town.
The Town retains the legal right to inspect the papers of any Agency or Subcontractor
employee who works on this Contract to ensure that the Agency or Subcontractor is
complying with the Agency Immigration Warranty. Agency agrees to assist the Town in
regard to any such inspections.
The Town may, at its sole discretion, conduct random verification of the employment
records of the Agency and any subcontractor to ensure compliance with Agency’s
Immigration Warranty. Agency agrees to assist the Town in regard to any random
verification performed.
Neither the Agency nor any Subcontractor shall be deemed to have materially breached
the Agency Immigration Warranty if the Agency or Subcontractor establishes that it has
complied with the employment verification provisions prescribed by sections 274A and
274B of the Federal Immigration and Nationality Act and the E-Verify requirements
prescribed by A.R.S. §23-214, Subsection A.
The provisions of this Article must be included in any contract the Agency enters into with
any and all of its subcontractors who provide services under this Contract or any
subcontract. “Services” are defined as furnishing labor, time or effort in the State of Arizona
by a contractor or subcontractor. Services include construction or maintenance of any
structure, building or transportation facility or improvement to real property.

21.3

Contractor certifies that, as provided in A.R.S. § 35-393.01, the Contractor is not currently
engaged in, and agrees for the duration of the contract to not engage in, a boycott of Israel.
Contractor further acknowledges that any subcontractor who is contracted by Contractor
to perform work pursuant to this Contract shall warrant that it does not have business
operations currently engaged in a boycott of Israel.

22

NOTICES. Any notice required or permitted to be given under this Contract shall be in writing and
shall be served by delivery or by certified mail upon the other party as provided in Exhibit “B” to this
Contract.

23

NON-APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS. Notwithstanding any other provision in this Contract, this Contract
may be terminated if for any reason the Sahuarita Town Council does not appropriate sufficient
monies for the purpose of maintaining this Contract. In the event of such termination, Town shall
have no further obligation to Agency, other than for services rendered prior to termination.

24

APPLICABLE Law. This Contract shall be governed by the law of the State of Arizona, and suits
pertaining to this Contract shall be brought only in Pima County, State of Arizona.

25

ENTIRE CONTRACT. This document constitutes the entire Contract between the parties and shall
not be modified, amended, altered or changed except through a written amendment signed by the
parties.
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COVERAGE AFFORDED
Worker’s Compensation

LIMITS OF LIABILITY
Statutory

Commercial General
Liability Insurance
Including:

$1,000,000 - Bodily Injury
Combined Single Limit
$100,000 Property Damage

A.
B.
C.

Products & Completed Operations
Blanket Contractual
Premises-Operations-Personal Injury

The following Automobile Liability Insurance coverage will also be required for all professional services
contracts which require automobile travel by Agency.
Comprehensive Automobile Liability
Insurance including: non-owned, and
Hired vehicles

$1,000,000 - Bodily Injury
Combined Single Limit
$100,000 Property Damage

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
1.

THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA WILL BE ADDED AS ADDITIONAL INSURED UNDER THE
COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY AND COMPREHENSIVE AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY
POLICIES.

2.

Policies will not be cancelled or reduced in coverage without ten (10) days written notice to the
Town.

3.

Deductibles will be stated on the certificate of insurance and are subject to the review and approval
of the Town.

4.

Agency shall provide Town with proof of compliance with the insurance provisions and
requirements within ten (10) days of the date this Contract is executed by all parties by providing a
current certificate of insurance and the associated endorsement to the policy. Failure of Agency to
comply with the insurance requirements at any time shall result in a breach of this Contract, and
shall,
among
other
things,
allow
immediate
termination
of
this
Contract.

5.

Agencies performing any portion of a Project that shall acquire funding from the Regional
Transportation Authority (RTA) shall name the RTA as additional insured and additional
indemnitee. The RTA shall be identified as an additional insured with respect to insurance policies
for general liability, automobile liability and defects in design. Agency is also required to name the
RTA as an additional beneficiary in any performance and payment related assurances posted for
the Project.
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DATE (MM/DD/YYYY)

CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

7/21/2017

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.
IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to
the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the
certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).
CONTACT
Laura Ruelaz
NAME:
PHONE
(520)571-7737
(A/C, No, Ext):
E-MAIL
ADDRESS: LRuelaz@gbprs.com

PRODUCER

GBP Risk Solutions
www.GBPrs.com
4544 E Camp Lowell Dr Ste 110
Tucson
AZ 85712-1282

FAX
(A/C, No): (520)571-9115

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE

NAIC #

INSURER A :First

Nonprofit Insurance Company
INSURER B :AmTrust North America, Inc

Green Valley Assistance Services, DBA: Valley
3950 S. Camino Del Heroe

INSURER C :
INSURER D :
INSURER E :

Green Valley

AZ

85614

INSURER F :

CERTIFICATE NUMBER:16/17 GL AL Umb 17/18 WC

COVERAGES

REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.
INSR
LTR

TYPE OF INSURANCE

X
A

ADDL SUBR
INSD WVD

POLICY NUMBER

POLICY EFF
POLICY EXP
(MM/DD/YYYY) (MM/DD/YYYY)

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY
CLAIMS-MADE

X

$

10/17/2016 10/17/2017 MED EXP (Any one person)

$

5,000

PERSONAL & ADV INJURY

$

1,000,000
3,000,000

GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER:
PROX POLICY
LOC
JECT
OTHER:
AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY

ANY AUTO
ALL OWNED
AUTOS

A
X
X
X
A

B
A
A

HIRED AUTOS

SCHEDULED
AUTOS
NON-OWNED
AUTOS

X

UMBRELLA LIAB

X

EXCESS LIAB

NCA1009015

1,000,000
100,000

EACH OCCURRENCE
DAMAGE TO RENTED
PREMISES (Ea occurrence)

OCCUR

NPP1001843

LIMITS

Attachment: Contract No. 180025 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

INSURED

$

GENERAL AGGREGATE

$

PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG

$

Employee Benefits Liability

$

COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
(Ea accident)

$

BODILY INJURY (Per person)

$

0
1,000,000

10/17/2016 10/26/2016 BODILY INJURY (Per accident) $
PROPERTY DAMAGE
(Per accident)

$

Uninsured motorist combined

$

1,000,000

OCCUR

EACH OCCURRENCE

$

CLAIMS-MADE

AGGREGATE

$

1,000,000
1,000,000

X RETENTION $
10,000
DED
WORKERS COMPENSATION
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY
Y/N
ANY PROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE
N N/A
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED?
(Mandatory in NH)
If yes, describe under
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below

NMB1001844

Prof Liab - Occurrence

NPP1001843

10/17/2016 10/17/2017 Per Claim

$1,000,000

SAML - Occurrence

NPP1001843

10/17/2016 10/17/2017 Per Claim

$1,000,000

10/17/2016 10/17/2017

$

X

PER
STATUTE

OTHER
$

1,000,000

E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE $

1,000,000

E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT

1,000,000

E.L. EACH ACCIDENT

WWC3225905

7/1/2017

7/1/2018

$

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space is required)

Certificate holder is an additional insured when required by written contract.

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION

Town of Sahuarita
375 West Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, AZ 85629

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.
AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Marlene Harris/LRUELA
ACORD 25 (2014/01)
INS025 (201401)

© 1988-2014 ACORD CORPORATION. All rights reserved.
The ACORD name and logo are registered marks of ACORD
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TOWN:

AGENCY:

L. Kelly Udall, Town Manager
Town of Sahuarita
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

Valley Assistance Services
Green Valley Assistance Services
3950 S. Camino del Heroe
Green Valley, AZ 85614

with a copy to:

With a copy to:

Daniel J. Hochuli, Town Attorney
Town of Sahuarita
375 W. Sahuarita Center Way
Sahuarita, Arizona 85629

None
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LEGAL NOTICES

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/16/2016
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EXHIBIT C
PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/16/2016

Packet Pg. 413

8.H.2

Exhibit C

Please provide written Performance Measurement Reports on the 15th (or the following working day) of January and June during the
term of the contract and one final written report due 30 days after contract termination.
Performance Measures
Total number of unduplicated Sahuarita Town households served:
Total number of Sahuarita Town households assisted with rent:
Total number of Sahuarita Town households assisted with utilities:
Total number of Sahuarita Town households who required assistance
due to loss of a job or child support:
Total number of Sahuarita Town households who are working, yet
required assistance due to debt exceeding income:
Of the number assisted due to the loss of a job, number working 90
days after assistance:
Of the number assisted due to debt exceeding income, number who
made changes to reduce expenses, 90 days after assistance:
Of the number assisted, how many of these were also assisted last
year?
How many qualified residents of Sahuarita were turned away?
Expenditures for Rental Assistance:
Expenditures for Utilities Assistance:

Agency Observations /Client Successes:

8/29/17 thru
12/31/17
Due: 1/15/18

1/1/18 thru
6/14/18
Due: 6/15/18

Final Report Totals
Due: 9/29/18

Attachment: Contract No. 180025 (Human Services Contracts 180024, 180025)

2017/18 Contract for Human Services
Exhibit C – Performance Measure Report Template

Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/16/2016
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Contract for Human Services
Revised 12/16/2016
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FORM 1
PROJECT PROPOSAL SUMMARY SHEET

1.

Agency Name: Green Valley Assistance Services, Inc., dba Valley Assistance Services

2.

Agency Address: 3950 S. Camino del Heroe, Green Valley, AZ ZIP: 85614

3.

Project Title: MAP A Plan

4.

Contact Person (for this proposal) Christine Kang
Fax #: (520) 625-1261

Phone #: (520) 625-5966

Email: c.kang@valleyassistanceservices.org

.

Agency Executive Director: Christine Kang

6.

Federal Tax ID#: 94-2783969 Date of Incorporation: 11/1981
(New applicants must submit IRS tax exemption request letter with completed application)

7.

Service Address(s): 3950 S. Camino del Heroe, Green Valley, AZ ZIP: 85614
If location is unknown, explain how site(s) will be selected ___________________________
___________________________________________________________________________.

8.

Has this project been funded by the Town previously?

9.

Briefly describe the project:

XXX Yes

No

The Valley Assistance Services MAP A Plan Program helps families and seniors experiencing
financial crisis to recover and stabilize, then supports households with education and services that
help them move toward prosperity. Families and seniors who experience family breakups, health
crises, job loss and difficult household situations are often at risk for homelessness. Clients entering
the program attend 5 hours of financial/budgeting classes which also include credit reports/repair and
for those unemployed or underemployed wage earners, job assistance that includes resume writing,
mock interviewing and on-line job search and job application skills. All households work with an RN
Care Manager who helps families and seniors identify a personal path/stability plan toward a stable
and healthy future. Clients are provided with Arizona Self-Help, an on line program that identifies
eligibility for state and partner programs that support financial recovery and self-sufficiency.
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1. Qualifications: Valley Assistance Services, a 501 (c) (3) charitable organization, has been
providing assistance to the communities of Sahuarita, Green Valley, Amado, Arivaca, Tubac and
Tumacacori for over 36 years. We have grown from serving 50 households through financial
assistance in our first year of service, to serving over 4,100 individuals a year through an array
of programs that respond to the needs in the communities we serve. Valley Assistance is a
known and trusted resource operating under the mission: “To help seniors and families live
independently.”
The MAP (MAP A Plan) program offers a full range of services to families and seniors who
are coping with a financial crisis. Entry into MAP requires attendance in 6 hours of financial
literacy training that teaches household budgeting and savings. Unemployed or underemployed
wage‐earners are offered the opportunity to attend an additional 2‐4 hours of job training (on‐
line job search, resume writing and mock interviewing at our office. All families and seniors are
given the Arizona Self Help on‐line assessment to identify any new referrals or resources that
they could be eligible for. At the completion of the 6 hours of classes, MAP will make payments
to landlords, utility companies, and provide vouchers for clothing, food, or gasoline based on
need. Clients receive support during their duration in the program through an RN Care
Manager who works with the family to develop a stability plan, with goals and timelines that
help each client identify needs, find solutions, and acknowledge success.
The MAP program is a partner in the Southern Arizona Community Action network and the
Arizona Community Action Association, and also partners with the following agencies in
collaborating so that no one agency bears the financial burden of assistance:
 Money Management International for curriculum based training in financial literacy;
 All local and state government offices that provide assistance that can help clients to
stretch their income including access to SNAP, AHCCCS, Medicare Savings and Legal Aid;
 Non‐profit service providers: Green Valley Salvation Army, St. Vincent de Paul and the local
Food Banks;
 Tucson based Don’t Borrow Trouble for financial counseling regarding home foreclosure
and refinancing; and the Pima County One Stop for additional job events/outreach.
 Local churches, women’s PEO groups and local veterans’ groups who embrace self‐
sufficiency, stabilizing wage‐earners and for those who want to return to school to improve
their job marketability.
Service Address: Our main office is located at 3950 S. Camino del Heroe, Green Valley, AZ,
85614.
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Experience: The MAP program has been providing assistance in Sahuarita and adjacent
communities for over 36 years. MAP professional staff and trained volunteers offer a combined
30 years of collective experience in helping households survive financial crises by providing
support, assistance, guidance, education, resources and workforce training.
2. Community Need: The communities in southern Pima County have shown consistent annual
need for emergency monetary assistance and budgeting/workforce training. These needs
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The MAP program, while stabilizing housing with rent/utility payments, takes away the
immediate stress of an eviction. For the past 3 years, Valley Assistance has been contracted
with Pima County to provide HUD funding for those families who are at risk of becoming
homeless. By providing support over a period of 3 months, the families along with the MAP
team identify a stability plan unique to each household. (Nationally almost half (43.9%) of U.S.
households are living on the edge of financial collapse with almost no savings to fall back on in
the event of a job loss, or other income‐depleting emergency‐‐http://prosperitynow.org/.) Our
MAP families have no “cushion” in their budget. Some who had savings have tapped it to deal
with an unforeseen expense.
During this past fiscal year, 100% of the Town families were not helped previously. Over 85% of
these families were renting and spending 40% or more of their income for housing, with many
having little to no savings. The combination of high housing costs, transportation, dependence
on low wage service economy jobs, and a large local supply of workers seeking dependable
employment, are challenges wage‐earners must deal with. Single parent head of households
have the added stress of finding affordable child care.
The MAP team continues to focus its efforts to strengthen job skills of all wage‐earners. Our
relationships with local PEO groups who qualify women for scholarships is important in helping
women believe in themselves., to make an investment in their future and equally important is
showing their children how important an education is to their future.
3. Proposed Plan of Action: MAP provides relief to families at risk for homelessness with
support services that help each individual find a better path forward. Our program supports
independence, self‐sufficiency, and wellness through careful assessment followed with
coordinated education and support services. Every family we serve is facing a unique set of
challenges; many families face health issues that prevent regular employment, or complicated
family dynamics, and most need financial education that teaches budgeting and the importance
of emergency savings. Staying well helps a wage‐earner’s ability to maintain work and
adaptability. Our clients receive support from our MAP RN Care Manager who works with each
client family (on average 10‐15 referrals/resources are provided per household), and
implement a three‐six month “life plan” based on discussion and agreement with each
individual we see. Families define their short‐term goals with target dates. A good example:
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______________________________________________________________________________
change with the seasons due to the arrival and departure of “snow birds” every year who cause
a rise and fall in the service economy, and through market fluctuations that effect employment
within the small base of businesses and governments that offer skilled positions paying a higher
wage. According to the 2014 American Community Survey, Sahuarita has a population of
25,259, and 3,460 Sahuarita adults (14%) worked part time or part of the year; 10% of these
part time workers earned less than the poverty rate; and 6.3% of all residents lived below the
poverty line. Census statistics show that 27.2% of female head of households raising children
alone struggle to earn enough money to cover rent and basic needs.

Packet Pg. 418

FORM 2
PROPOSAL NARRATIVE – REFER TO PAGES 2 & 3
(FORM IS CONTINUOUS – 4 PAGES MAXIMUM, 12PT., 1” MARGINS ON ALL SIDES)
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most Town family clients want to remain in the Sahuarita School District, especially women
raising children alone. This may mean helping a family find more affordable rentals that they
can pay long after the MAP assistance. MAP adheres to strict guidelines regarding income
levels for financial assistance: 130% of Federal Poverty levels; or 150% for a family member
who receives disability payments or reports a chronic illness. If applicants do not qualify for
financial assistance (income exceeds limits, or too soon to help), we will take the time to help
with workforce training and referral services. Residency is checked through the electronic
Pima County mapping system. Applicants must bring required documents (birth certificates,
social security cards, one‐month of most recent pay stubs, bank statements, copy of lease,
benefit award letters and eviction notice and/or utility late notice, if applicable). A pre‐
screening tool is used for all callers; the RN Care Manager returns calls after researching if the
family had been served in the past; then appointments are scheduled. Interviews with the RN
Care Manager average 1‐1.5 hours, with the completion of forms and the scheduling of
financial and/or workforce classes. When clients are not enrolled in SNAP, we can also set‐up a
separate time to complete the on‐line application.
After initial registration, adult recipients must complete 6 hours of mandatory financial
training/Arizona Self Help assessment before payments are made to landlords or utility
companies. Our database continues to track households with the same address to check if
multiple families are living under one roof to ensure that assistance for the household is not
doubled. Monetary assistance is now granted once per year per household, unless the
household qualifies under HUD guidelines for rental assistance. Landlords are required to
complete a W‐9 and provide a letter stating the amount of arrears, monthly rent and due date.
Mortgage payments are paid only in special circumstances. If the home is in foreclosure the
client is referred to “Don’t Borrow Trouble” for mortgage counseling and assistance. After two
years of assistance and financial education classes, clients sign a letter of understanding that
they can no longer receive monetary assistance from Valley Assistance; however, ongoing
budget and workforce training is offered. This enables VAS to assist more clients/families.
With this grant request, Valley Assistance will provide the same application process, and
financial education requirements for those Town families who are in arrears with their
wastewater bills. Families will need to complete the 6‐hour educational requirement even if
they only need utility assistance.
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A new feature will start this year. As part of the once a month, Sunday 3‐hour
budgeting/savings workshop, we will be partnering with a local group that has started a “food
truck,” with the necessary permits and licensing. We are requesting that a portion of the
Town’s grant cover a lunch for 35 Town families, a nutritious hot meal with “a take‐home” meal
for their children, since we know that our families, and their children are not eating regularly.
We believe this will foster improved attendance and attention during the 3‐hour training.
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Grant
amount
(Town HH)
# of Town
families
helped
Total
provision (all
areas)
Town
families as %
of total

$46,601

$41,855

$51,078

$38,613+$9,615 $19,173+$18,898
other funds
other funds

$46,652+$7,631
other funds

51

50

49

37

39

35

$106,029 $94,018

$111,781 $96,874

$82,893

$54,283

43.9%

46.5%

45.9%

61%

44.5%

49.7%

The primary goal of MAP is to ensure that families and seniors avoid homelessness with the
secondary goal to improve earning power through support to return to school and/or work
toward achieving a more stable job. Secondary program goals are: to ensure that all clients
show basic competency in financial literacy including household budgeting and the importance
of emergency savings, and to ensure that all clients receive support that helps them improve
their independence, self‐sufficiency, and wellness.
5. Performance Outputs: Valley Assistance will continue to measure the outputs below
through use of a self‐sufficiency matrix modified to accommodate health/self‐ sufficiency:
Total number of Sahuarita Town households who receive assistance due to loss of a job or child
support (est. 10); total number of Sahuarita Town households who are working yet required
assistance due to debt exceeding income (est. 67); clients who received assistance due to loss
of income who are working 90 days after assistance (est. 10); clients who received assistance
due to debts exceeding income who made changes 90 days after assistance (est.67)
Organization Budget Capacity: The Valley Assistance MAP program operates in rural southern
Pima County (south of Pima Mine Road). Funding from the Town of Sahuarita will be set aside
for assistance to qualified Town of Sahuarita residents. Other funding sources (County CSBG,
HUD) and private/business foundations support the MAP program and will support Town
families when Town funds have been exhausted. VAS applies the same income guidelines and
requirements to all recipients who reside within the Town boundaries as described in the RFQ.
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4. Goals and Objectives: Valley Assistance has helped 261 Town families to re‐build, to change,
or to start‐over in the past 6 years. The table below (July‐June period except one year noted)
shows the amount of assistance given to Town families through the Town’s grant:
FY 15‐16
FY 16‐17 (August‐
Monetary FY 11‐12 FY 12‐13 FY 13‐14 FY 14‐15
June)
Assistance

Identification of Responsible Person: The Executive Director, Christine Kang, is responsible for
managing the Scope of Services for this program. Joey Zimmerman, RN, MAP Coordinator, with
a Client Educator and 5 trained volunteer educators will manage the program. A retired
volunteer lawyer assists when there are difficult landlord/tenant concerns.
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FORM 3
GRANTEE BUDGET
As part of the evaluation process, the Town would like to develop an understanding of the
overall function of potential grantees. Please complete the following schedule including the
applicant’s total funding sources and total projected expenditures of services for FY 2017/2018.
This data should not include any potential grant from the Town.

AGENCY FUNDING
SOURCES
Pima County:
County CDBG/CSBG
County General Fund
Pima Health Systems
(Title XX)
County ESG

Self-generated Funds:
Contributions/Donor
Designations
Client Fees/Dues
Fundraising
Investment Income
Other:

Wills, Bequests

Column 2
PROJECTED
BUDGET
FY 2017/2018

AGENCY EXPENSES
Staff Salaries and Benefits

PROJECTED
EXPENDITURES
FY 2017/2018

$206,029

$21,171

10,000

Other Operating Expenses

90,049

Direct Assistance to
Individuals*
*does not include Town
Grant of $50,000

65,471

172,500
27,000
9,000
18,000

State:

Federal:

Foundations:

72,878

Other:

Rental Income
Churches/Civic Groups
Corporations

6,000
16,000
9,000

Total Funding Sources:

$361,549

Total Expenses:
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$361,549
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Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

M. J. Dillard, Public Works Director/Town Engineer

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Approval of Contract No. 180027 with WSP USA, Inc. to provide a Safety and
Accessibility Study across I-19 at Sahuarita Road, commencing August 29, 2017
and terminating June 30, 2018 in an amount not-to-exceed $38,590.50.

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

 Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER: Goal 1: Provide and maintain high quality and cost-effective infrastructure
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
PAG PDAF – Project No.18S02: $50,000
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends approval.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to approve Contract No. 180027.
DISCUSSION
The Town of Sahuarita, Department of Public Works, respectfully requests the Mayor and Council’s
approval of Contract No. 180027 with WPS USA, Ins., to provide a safety and accessibility study across I19 at Sahuarita Road, which will be reimbursed by the Pima Association of Governments (PAG) - Project
Development Activity Fund (PDAF).
WPS USA, Inc. will complete a study for the accessibility and safety for pedestrians and bicyclists
crossing I-19 at Sahuarita Road. The study area extends east and west of the Sahuarita Road Bridge over
I-19 to the intersection of Rancho Resort Blvd/S La Canada Drive/Sahuarita Road on the west and
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Rancho Sahuarita Blvd/Sahuarita Road intersection on the east. The distance between these
intersections is approximately 3750’. The contract amount is not-to-exceed $38,590.50.
The CIP Project No. is 18S02 - Accessibility/Safety Across I-19 at Sahuarita Road.
ATTACHMENTS
1. Contract No. 180027
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Town Council Agenda Communication
TO:

Honorable Mayor and Council

FROM:

Sarah More, Planning & Building Director
Anna Casadei, Senior Planner

MEETING DATE:

August 28, 2017

SUBJECT:

Public hearing, discussion and possible adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0516,
approving a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for a new wireless tower and a related
Height Waiver Request at 18900 S. Old Nogales Highway (Case No. SA9-17-00001).

STRATEGIC PLAN

☐ Economic Development

☐ Infrastructure

☐ Planning for Our Community’s Future

☐ Organizational Effectiveness

☐ Quality of Life

☐ Other

GOALS/OTHER:
FINANCIAL / BUDGET SUMMARY
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends adoption of Resolution No. 2017-0516.
SUGGESTED MOTION
I move to adopt Resolution No. 2017-0516 with the following conditions.
1. A light to alert aircraft shall be required at the top of the Tower.
2. An approved Development Plan is required within 18 months of approval of the Conditional Use.
DISCUSSION
BACKGROUND:
The Town of Sahuarita wireless communication facilities standards were amended in February 2016,
combining regulations for most wireless facilities into Chapter 18.60. The new standards require a Type
3 Conditional Use Permit for all new wireless facilities located on rural or residentially-zoned parcels of
10 acres or more that are not camouflaged. A Type 3 Conditional Use Permit requires a public hearing
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before the Planning and Zoning Commission and then a public hearing before the Town Council who will
make a decision on whether or not to approve the Conditional Use. The code allows for the applicant to
request a waiver from any requirement of the wireless chapter through a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit
process and establishes guidelines for granting the waiver requests.
DISCUSSION:
The applicant is proposing to construct a 150-foot tall wireless communication tower and groundmounted equipment within a 1,500-square-foot leased area on a 160-acre site located at 18900 S. Old
Nogales Highway. The site is owned by Pima County and is part of the buffer area around the
wastewater treatment plant. The property is north of the Quail Creek-Veteran’s Municipal Park and
west of Old Nogales Highway. The Tower is proposed to be a multi-carrier monopole structure. The
applicant has indicated that the new tower is necessary to improve coverage and capacity in the area.
In addition, the applicant is asking for one waiver from code requirements:
•
Waiver Request 1 is a waiver from the maximum height requirement to allow the proposed
Tower to be 150 feet tall; the code limits the height of a wireless tower to 70 feet in rural and residential
zones.
In reviewing Conditional Use Permit applications for wireless facilities, the Town Code establishes three
ways that the visual impact on the proposed site and adjacent sites is evaluated:
·

How well the tower is camouflaged from view from roadways and residential districts

The Tower will not be camouflaged due to the proposed 150-foot height. A camouflaged tower would
be more noticeable than a monopole tower in this case. However, the applicant has stated that the
monopole will match surrounding elements including utility poles and the existing lights at the Park.
·

Compatibility with surrounding landscape and/or buildings in terms of materials, color, scale,
shape and height.

The tower will be taller than the surrounding landscape and buildings. Wireless towers generally need to
be taller than the surrounding landscape in order to increase the efficiency of the antennas. A 150-foot
monopole tower will be clearly visible and stand out from the surrounding properties. The applicant will
be making the monopole match the existing light poles at the park and existing utility poles in terms of
color and materials. The tower will be located approximately 167 feet from Old Nogales Highway and
150 feet from the south property line adjacent to the Park.
·

Proximity to significant views, natural features, scenic routes and existing or proposed major
transportation corridors.

The proposed tower location sits on the west side of Old Nogales Highway. The closest house is
approximately 4500 feet from the proposed tower location. The land to the north and to the west of the
Tower site is vacant with the exception of the Pima County Wastewater Treatment Plant. As such, the
tower will not have a significant impact on views of the Santa Rita Mountains from the immediately
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surrounding properties. The Tower might have a small impact on the views of the Santa Rita Mountains
from the properties in the Los Arroyos neighborhood but that impact should be minimal due to the
distance from those properties to the Tower.
Waiver Request 1: Height
Section 18.60.070 establishes criteria by which a waiver request shall be reviewed:
·

In the best interest of the Town as a whole.

The increased height will help with cell service in the areas of the Town that this wireless tower will
reach. The increased height will also increase the visual impact to a wider area of Town, but the
proposed location is an area that will not impact a large number of residentially used properties.
·

Will not jeopardize public health, safety, or welfare.

The increased height will not jeopardize public health, safety or welfare.
·

Will either ameliorate the adverse impacts of wireless communication facility proliferation or the
adverse impact of requiring new construction of communication facilities.

The Tower will be designed to support up to two additional carriers. The applicant explained that tower
proliferation will be reduced due to this tower’s ability to collocate, thereby reducing the need for
additional wireless communication facilities.
·

Will better serve the purposes of this chapter.

The purpose of Chapter 18.60 includes the following objectives:
A.
Encourage collocation of wireless communication facilities and location on existing structures to
the greatest extent possible in order to reduce cumulative negative impact on the town;
B.
Encourage providers of wireless communication services to locate facilities, to the extent
possible, in areas where adverse impact on the community is minimal;
The proposed tower location is in an area that minimizes the adverse impacts to the community. The
tower will be able to support the collocation of additional carriers and the applicant has demonstrated
that there are no existing structures that could support the height necessary to adequately cover Quail
Creek.
Collocation and other possible sites
The Town Code states that new communication facilities shall not be permitted unless the applicant
demonstrates that there are no existing towers or structures that can accommodate the proposed
antenna. The applicant researched existing towers for collocation and found none of those sites to be
viable. They studied the light pole at Quail Creek-Veteran’s Municipal Park and found that the 100-foot
pole would not work to meet the coverage goal due to the Park being at a lower elevation than Quail
Creek community. The applicant stated that they discussed with Robson the possibility of locating the
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Tower inside Quail Creek near the Clubhouse but were unsuccessful reaching an agreement with
Robson. They also looked at the rock quarry site on the east side of the Old Nogales Highway but with
that property being located further north than the proposed location it did not provide coverage as well
as the proposed location.
Per the Town Code, staff sent the application to a third party expert for technical review to ensure that
the proposed location and height were the best available options for reaching the coverage goal. The
reviewer’s findings agreed with the applicant that a 150-foot tower was necessary to allow the signal to
reach all of Quail Creek due to the change in elevation and that were no better alternative locations
available.

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION:
The Planning and Zoning Commission held a public hearing on July 6, 2017, with 3 members of the public
commenting on this item, one of whom is a Council Member. The Commission expressed support of the
amendment as proposed, and recommended adoption of the amendment unanimously in a 4:0 vote
(three Commission members were absent).
OTHER PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT:
Notice was mailed to property owners within 600 feet and an advertisement was provided in the Green
Valley News on August 6, 2017. The applicant also posted the site.
ATTACHMENTS
1.
2.
3.
4.

Resolution No. 2017-0516
Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report - July 6, 2017
Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes - July 6, 2017
Presentation

Packet Pg. 456

9.1

A RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN OF SAHUARITA, ARIZONA, APPROVING A
TYPE 3 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR A NEW WIRELESS TOWER AND A
RELATED HEIGHT WAIVER REQUEST AT 18900 S. OLD NOGALES HIGHWAY
(CASE #SA9-17-00001).
WHEREAS, applicants for Conditional Use Permit have submitted application
requesting approval of a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for a new 150-foot
wireless tower to be located at 18900 S. Old Nogales Highway; and
WHEREAS, the applicant prepared and submitted to the Town of Sahuarita, as
part of its application, a preliminary development plan showing the specific location of
the wireless tower within the property; and
WHEREAS, the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit requires a public hearing by the
Planning and Zoning Commission and Town of Sahuarita Mayor and Council; and
WHEREAS, Planning & Zoning Division staff determined that the CUP
application is in adherence to standards for approval of a CUP as contained in Section
18.97.030 of the Town of Sahuarita Zoning Code, and the determination of adherence to
standards was transmitted to the Planning and Zoning Commission in a report dated July
6, 2017; and
WHEREAS, the Town of Sahuarita Planning and Zoning Commission held a duly
noticed public hearing on July 6, 2017, in consideration of the CUP and recommended
approval of the CUP to the Mayor and Town Council in a 4:0 vote; and

Attachment: Resolution No. 2017-0516 (Wireless- Resolution No. 2017-0516)

SAHUARITA RESOLUTION NO. 2017-0516

WHEREAS, the Town Council held a duly noticed public hearing on August 28,
2017, in consideration of the CUP and took testimony from interested persons; and
WHEREAS, the Town Council determined that the proposed CUP is in adherence
to standards required for approval of the CUP as contained in Section 18.97.030 of the
Town of Sahuarita Zoning Code; and

Sahuarita, Arizona, Resolution 2017-0516
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WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council determined that granting the CUP is in the
best interest of the residents and businesses of the Town of Sahuarita.
NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Mayor and Council of the Town of
Sahuarita, Arizona as follows:
The Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for a new 150-foot wireless tower to
be located at 18900 S. Old Nogales Highway (Case #SA9-17-00001) is
approved with the following conditions:
1. A light to alert aircraft shall be required on top of the tower; and
2. An approved Development Plan is required within 18 months of
approval of the Conditional Use.
Section 2:

The various Town officers and employees are authorized and directed to
perform all acts necessary or desirable to give effect to this resolution and
sections of the Town Code.

Section 3:

All ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of ordinances,
resolutions, or motions of the Sahuarita Town Council in conflict with the
provisions of this resolution are hereby repealed, effective as of the
effective date of this resolution. All internal references within the Town
Code to any affected provision are hereby updated.

Section 4:

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, or portion of this
resolution is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the
decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Sahuarita,
Arizona, this 28th day of August, 2017.
____________________________
Mayor Tom Murphy
APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ATTEST:

_______________________
Daniel J. Hochuli
Town Attorney

____________________________
Lisa Cole, MMC
Town Clerk

Sahuarita, Arizona, Resolution 2017-0516
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Planning & Building Department

Planning & Zoning Commission
Staff Report
Case No. SA9-17-00001
Commission Meeting Date:

July 6, 2017

Agenda Item No.

6

PREPARED BY:

Dylan Parry, Planner

REVIEWED BY:

Anna Casadei, Planning and Zoning Manager

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the
following recommendations to the Town Council:
1.

SUBJECT:

Approval of the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for a new wireless
tower;
2. Approval of the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for Waiver Request 1
– a waiver of the maximum height allowed in a residential area.
Public Hearing: Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for a new wireless tower
and one related waiver request

PARCEL SIZE:

160 acres (1500 square foot lease area)

LOCATION:

18900 S. Old Nogales Highway

APPLICANT:

Sun State Towers on behalf of Verizon Wireless

AGENT:

Eric Hurley, Pinnacle Consulting, Inc.

SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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The Town of Sahuarita wireless communication facilities standards were amended in February
2016, combining regulations for most wireless facilities into Chapter 18.60. The new standards
require a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for all new wireless facilities located on rural or
residentially-zoned parcels of 10 acres or more that are not camouflaged. A Type 3 Conditional
Use Permit requires a public hearing before the Planning and Zoning Commission and then a
public hearing before the Town Council, which will make a decision on whether or not to
approve the Conditional Use.
The code allows for the applicant to request a waiver from any requirement of the wireless
chapter through a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit process and establishes guidelines for
granting the waiver requests.
The 2016 amendment also created Chapter 18.62 for Eligible Wireless Facilities Modifications in
response to section 6409(a) of the federal “Spectrum Act.” Section 6409(a) of the Spectrum Act
generally states that local governments must approve a wireless facility collocation or
modification that does not constitute a “substantial change” to an existing wireless
communication facility. These federal regulations have been incorporated into Town Code as
Chapter 18.62. Although this request does not qualify as an Eligible Wireless Facility
Modification, it is important to keep these regulations in mind in approving any new wireless
facility, as the Spectrum Act requires staff to administratively approve certain increases in
height without any additional public process.
DISCUSSION:
The applicant is proposing a 150-foot tall wireless communication tower and ground-mounted
equipment within a 1500 square foot leased area on a 160-acre site located at 18900 S. Old
Nogales Highway. Please note that the application has an incorrect address of 18900 S. Nogales
Highway due to the address being assigned incorrectly with Pima County. Pima County is
currently changing the address to the Old Nogales Highway and the applicant will be correcting
the application to reflect the correct address. The property is owned by Pima County as part of
the buffer area around the wastewater treatment plant. The applicant provided a letter of
approval from Pima County for a tower on their property. The Tower is proposed to be a multi
carrier monopole structure. The applicant has indicated that the new tower is necessary to
improve coverage and capacity in the area.
In addition, the applicant is asking for one waiver from code requirements:

SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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Waiver Request 1 is a waiver from the maximum height requirement to allow the
proposed Tower to be 150 feet tall; the code limits the height of a wireless tower to 70
feet in rural and residential zones.

ANALYSIS:
As described above, this is a two-part request for a wireless tower and one related waiver. The
Commission will be asked to make two separate recommendations on this two-part request.
Each part of the request is analyzed separately below on its own merits.
Surrounding Zoning and Land Use
The property is zoned RH (Rural Homestead). The table below lists the other properties
immediately adjacent to the site along with their zoning designations and land uses.
Direction
North
South

Zoning
RH
RH

East
West

RH
RH

Use
Vacant
Quail Creek-Veterans
Municipal Park
Old Nogales Highway/ Vacant
Pima County Wastewater
Treatment Plant

Applicable General Plan Policies
The General Plan contains the following applicable policy:
LU-4.3: Promote new development that is compatible with existing land uses, ensuring that
future development continues to promote the character, identity and sense of place that makes
Sahuarita a distinct community.
Staff finds that the request his supported by this General Plan policy, because the location of the Tower
is compatible with existing land uses by being located away from existing homes and in close proximity
to the wastewater treatment plant.

Conditional Use Permit for a New Wireless Communication Facility
Compatibility with surrounding area:

Attachment: Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report - July 6, 2017 (Wireless- Resolution No. 2017-0516)

•

The tower’s proposed location is in a residentially zoned area west of the Old Nogales Highway
and north of Quail Creek Veteran’s Municipal Park. The adjacent land uses include a
SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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The applicant explained that this location would be more efficient than any of the alternative
sites that were studied by the applicant. Those alternative sites included the Quail Creek
Veteran’s Municipal Park and the nearby rock quarry site. The proposed wastewater treatment
plant location with the height waiver request was the only site that allowed them to cover all of
Quail Creek due to the fact that Quail Creek sits at a higher elevation than each of the sites that
were analyzed.
In reviewing Conditional Use Permit applications for wireless facilities, the Town Code
establishes three ways that the visual impact on the proposed site and adjacent sites is
evaluated:
•

How well the tower is camouflaged from view from roadways and residential districts

The Tower will not be camouflaged due to the proposed 150-foot height. A camouflaged tower
would probably be more noticeable than a monopole tower in this case. Staff does not see any
benefit to camouflaging the tower because a 150-foot tree would stand out more than a
monopole. However, the applicant has stated that the monopole will match surrounding
elements including utility poles and the existing lights at the Park.
•

Compatibility with surrounding landscape and/or buildings in terms of materials, color,
scale, shape and height.

The tower will be taller than the surrounding landscape and buildings. Wireless towers
generally need to be taller than the surrounding landscape in order to increase the efficiency of
the antennas. A 150-foot monopole tower will be clearly visible and stand out from the
surrounding properties. The applicant will be making the monopole match the existing light
poles at the park and existing utility poles in terms of color and materials. The tower will be
located approximately 167 feet from Old Nogales Highway and 150 feet from the south
property line adjacent to the Park.
•

Proximity to significant views, natural features, scenic routes and existing or proposed
major transportation corridors.

The proposed tower location sits on the west side of the Old Nogales Highway. The closest
house is approximately 4500 feet from the proposed tower location. The land to the north and
to the west of the Tower site is vacant with the exception of the Pima County Wastewater
Treatment Plant. As such, the tower will not have a significant impact on views of the Santa Rita
SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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wastewater treatment plant, vacant land, and a park. The applicant states that this location was
the only site that allowed them to get the coverage needed to fill in the gap in Verizon’s
network.
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Collocation and other possible sites
The Town Code states that new communication facilities shall not be permitted unless the
applicant demonstrates that there are no existing towers or structures that can accommodate
the proposed antenna.
The applicant researched existing towers for collocation and found none of those sites to be
viable. They studied the light pole at Quail Creek Veteran’s Municipal Park and found that the
100-foot pole would not work to meet the coverage goal due to the Park being at a lower
elevation than Quail Creek. The applicant stated that they discussed with Robson the possibility
of locating the Tower inside Quail Creek near the Clubhouse but were unsuccessful reaching an
agreement with Robson. They also looked at the rock quarry site on the east side of the Old
Nogales Highway but with that property being located further north than the proposed location
it did not provide coverage as well as the proposed location.
Waiver request 1: Height
STC 18.60.060K sets the maximum height in rural or residential zones as 70 feet. The applicant
is requesting a waiver to allow the proposed monopole tower to be 150 feet tall in order to
allow Verizon to install their antennas at 146 feet. The applicant has stated that without the
height waiver Verizon would not have the height to effectively propagate their signal.
Section 18.60.070 establishes criteria by which a waiver request shall be reviewed:
•

Is it in the best interest of the Town as a whole.

The increased height will help with cell service in the areas of the Town that this wireless tower
will reach. The increased height will also increase the visual impact to a wider area of Town, but
the proposed location is an area that will not impact a large number of residentially used
properties.
•

Will not jeopardize public health, safety, or welfare.

The increased height will not jeopardize public health, safety or welfare.

SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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Mountains from the immediately surrounding properties. The Tower might have a small impact
on the views of the Santa Rita Mountains from the properties in the Los Arroyos neighborhood
but that impact should be minimal due to the distance from those properties to the Tower.
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Will either ameliorate the adverse impacts of wireless communication facility
proliferation or the adverse impact of requiring new construction of communication
facilities.

The Tower will be designed to support up to two additional carriers. The applicant explained
that tower proliferation will be reduced due to this tower’s ability to collocate, thereby
reducing the need for additional wireless communication facilities.
•

Will better serve the purposes of this chapter.

The purpose of Chapter 18.60 includes the following objectives:
A. Encourage collocation of wireless communication facilities and location on existing
structures to the greatest extent possible in order to reduce cumulative negative impact
on the town;
B. Encourage providers of wireless communication services to locate facilities, to the extent
possible, in areas where adverse impact on the community is minimal;
The proposed tower location is in an area that minimizes the adverse impacts to the
community. The tower will be able to support the collocation of additional carriers and the
applicant has demonstrated that there are no existing structures that could support the height
necessary to adequately cover Quail Creek.
Third Party Technical Review:
Per the Town Code, staff sent the application to a third party expert for technical review to
ensure that the proposed location and height were the best available options for reaching the
coverage goal. The reviewer’s findings agreed with the applicant that a 150-foot tower was
necessary to allow the signal to reach all of Quail Creek due to the change in elevation and that
were no better alternative locations available.
PUBLIC INPUT:
Notice was sent to all property owners within 300 feet, the site was posted, and a legal ad was
published in the Green Valley News on June 21, 2017. No public comments have been received
to date. The applicant held multiple neighborhood meetings with residents of Quail Creek.
REQUIRED ACTION:

Attachment: Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report - July 6, 2017 (Wireless- Resolution No. 2017-0516)

•

Conduct a public hearing to determine whether the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit and the
waiver request are in the best interest of the Town of Sahuarita.
SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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Staff recommends that the Planning and Zoning Commission forward the following
recommendations to the Town Council:
1. Approval of the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for a new wireless tower;
2. Approval of the Type 3 Conditional Use Permit for Waiver Request 1 – a waiver of the
maximum height allowed in a residential area.
REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION:
Tower Request:
Staff recommends approval of the Type 3 Conditional Use for the wireless tower as the
proposed location will not have a significant visual impact on the surrounding residential area.
The site location next to the wastewater treatment plant and well away from any residences
offers a reduction in the impacts of the Tower.
Waiver request 1:
Staff recommends approval of the waiver to the maximum height requirement for the following
reason:
•

The code establishes a 70 foot maximum height for a residential zone to help reduce the
impact on surrounding properties; an 80 foot increase above the maximum height will
make a significant difference in the tower’s visual impact, but the location reduces the
impact since the closest developed properties are a wastewater treatment plant and a
park. The applicant has provided support to show that the 150-foot height is necessary
in order to provide cellular coverage for all of Quail Creek.

SUGGESTED MOTIONS:
Because this item is a two-part request, two motions will be necessary to ensure clarity of the
decisions being made. Staff recommends the following motions:
1. I move to forward a recommendation of approval to the Town Council for a Type 3
Conditional Use Permit for the new wireless communication tower.
2. I move to forward a recommendation of approval to the Town Council for a waiver
request to allow the wireless tower to exceed the maximum height requirement and
allow for a 150-foot tall monopole tower.
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RECOMMENDATION:

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS ATTACHED:
SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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1. Application Packet
2. Preliminary Development Plan (reduction)
3. Third Party Review Report (appendices not included due to length)

SA9-17-00001

July 6, 2017
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SunState Towers is requesting a Conditional Use Permit to install a Wireless Communication
Facility (WCF). Verizon Wireless will be the first carrier to install on the tower. The proposed
facility will provide expanded wireless broadband internet and voice services, as required by
Verizon Wireless’ Federal Communications Commission license. This facility is being proposed
to improve coverage and capacity. Every WCF has a maximum capacity for the amount of data
it can transmit or number of callers it can handle at a single moment in time. The addition of the
proposed facility is due to the growing demand in this area and increased travels along Old
Nogales Highway. With the evolution of wireless technology including current 4G LTE and future
5G technology network densification will continue.
Description of Proposal
Sun State Towers is proposing to develop a new multi carrier monopole structure, on the west
side of the Old Nogales Highway. Verizon’s objective is to provide high quality and reliable
wireless services to their customers. This site will provide improved voice and data services to
the area including improvements for E911 and emergency services.
Many candidates were reviewed before the site of the WCF was chosen. There were no existing
WCF’s within a mile radius of the site. There was a light-pole in the Quail Creek – Veterans
Municipal Park that was reviewed as a candidate. It was determined by a Verizon RF engineer
that this was not a viable site. The current light-pole is 70’ but could be extended to 100’ to
support a WCF. Verizon’s primary objective was to cover the community of Quail Creek.
Because of the terrain and the increase in elevation in Quail Creek a 100’ pole was not sufficient
to meet Verizon’s coverage objective.
This proposal consists of (i) a 50’ x 30’ enclosed lease area, containing (ii) a 150’ monopole,
and (iii) a 18’ x 15’ steel equipment platform supporting associated radio cabinetry. The antenna
centerline height proposed is 146’ AGL. The ground equipment will be secured and enclosed by
a 10’ CMU screen wall. The monopole will not significantly detract from the vistas in the area.
Any existing landscape that is disturbed by this proposal will be replaced.
Due to the height of the site screening or camouflage is not possible. The mono-pole will match
surrounding elements, including utility power poles and the existing lights at Quail Creek –
Veterans Municipal Park.
Initial research into colocatable sites with tower companies such as Crown Castle International,
American Tower Company and SBA Communications were found to be not viable. The nearest
colocatable sites either had Verizon as a tenant or were not sufficient (i.e. 33’ InSite MW tower).
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Purpose of Request

After extensive research the proposed site is the least intrusive method to fill Verizon’s gap in
coverage.
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This proposed WCF will not be detrimental to persons residing or working in the vicinity,
properties adjacent to the site, nearby residential, or to the public welfare in general. This
proposal is in full compliance with the conditions, requirements, and standards, set forth by the
Town of Sahuarita Code of Ordinances. The proposed WCF is located on a parcel zoned RH
and is located approximately 4000’ from the closest residential property. The surrounding
properties along Old Nogales Highway including the community of Quail Creek and travelers will
be the primary beneficiaries of the improved wireless service. This site will also provide
improved services to local consumers, commuters, businesses, and first responders.
Hours of Operation
This proposed WCF will operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per week with no personnel onsite.
The site will be connected to and monitored by a central switching center. The site will not be
open or accessible to the public and will be periodically visited by a Verizon technician for
routine maintenance. Typically on-site maintenance is expected to occur approximately once
per month. Tech parking available on site.
Noise, Light, Nuisances, and Other Environmental Considerations
This site will not use any water or generate any wastewater or solid waste. Tech lighting has full
cut off fixtures on a four hour timer and will only turn on during periodic servicing. The proposed
facility will not generate any noxious odors, sounds, or vibrations. Extra noises are limited to
small cooling fans within the equipment cabinets and a backup power generator, in case of
emergency services.
Alternative Site Review
Research was completed to find all WCFs within a 1 mile radius and all vertical structures within
a 1 mile radius. Within a 1 mile search area, no existing WCF’s of sufficient verticality exists.
None of the structures within this area are close enough or tall enough to this area to satisfy
Verizon’s coverage objective.
Development Schedule
The overall development of this site will take approximately 45 days, with the bulk of work being
accomplished in the first 4 weeks. The work will be accomplished during regular business hours
and will require the use of standard grading equipment. During this time, there may be multiple
vehicles and laborers performing the work. After completion of development, this facility will only
require periodic maintenance. Typical maintenance requires one vehicle and can be
accomplished in less than an hour approximately once a month.
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The proposed WCF will be designed to support up to two additional carriers. Verizon will be the
first carrier on the tower but the site will be owned and maintained by SunState Towers.
SunState will market the site as a colocatable option to additional carrier. The design of this
tower will help the mitigation of tower proliferation by being designed to reduce the need for
additional WCF’s.
The engineer’s capacity report will be included with the building permit application. The pole has
not been designed at this time and will not have any engineered reports.
Supplemental Information required after first review
Alternative Site Review: A search ring for this site was issued by Verizon in January of 2014,
our work locating a site began in February of the same year. Verizon issues a search ring when
they have determined there to be a gap in their coverage. We do our best to find a site within
the issued search ring. I have attached a copy of the search ring issued by Verizon:

The search ring is in the center of Quail Creek, which has a serve deficiency in service. We
looked at one site within Quail Creek. The first site we looked at was a possible mono-palm
located in the service lot area. Pictured below:
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We worked with Robson Communities to try and come to an agreement but were unable to
reach an agreement. We were then forced to look outside of Quail Creek and Robson properties
which limited our available sites. The first site we looked at was Veterans Municipal Park, which
had a pole that could be extended to 100’ to support Verizon. It was determined that the 100’
pole was not tall enough to meet Verizon’s coverage objective and still left a large gap in
coverage. Pictured below is the site location in Veterans Park and RF Map with expanded
coverage still showing a gap.

Attachment: Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report - July 6, 2017 (Wireless- Resolution No. 2017-0516)

9.2

5
Packet Pg. 476

Attachment: Planning and Zoning Commission Staff Report - July 6, 2017 (Wireless- Resolution No. 2017-0516)

9.2

6

Packet Pg. 477

The next site we looked at was the rock quarry to the north and because of the distance from
the site the coverage still had a gap. However, the quarry owner wanted above fair market value
for rent on the site and Verizon will not pay that. The high rent for the site was another major
issue that required us to look elsewhere. Pictured below is the site location in Rock Quarry and
RF Map with expanded coverage still showing a gap:
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The location that was settled on at the waste water facility was the only site that allowed us to
get the coverage needed to fill in the gap in Verizon’s network. Pictured below is the RF map
with the extended coverage showing no gaps:
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Verizon is only able to adequately meet their coverage objective with a 150’ structure due to a
change in elevation in Quail Creek. I have provided the terrain profiles of the site and alternative
sites to show how the height of 150’ is need to clear the terrain and adequately cover the
community of Quail Creek.
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The Town is requiring a waiver for the extended height. A waiver is needed and should be
granted to provide coverage to the residents of Quail Creek. We hosted multiple neighborhood
meetings with resident of the community and their biggest concern was not having access in the
event of an emergency. This site and the waiver will help increase service and strengthen E911
access.
Tower lighting is determined by the FAA, if the FAA determines a tower needs a light than a
light will be installed. If the FAA determines no light is needed a light will not be installed.
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Item 6: Attachment 2

ZONING COMPLIANCE:
LOCAL JURISDICTION
ASSESSORS PARCEL
ZONING
USE
PARENT PARCEL AREA:
NEW LEASE AREA
NEW COMPOUND AREA
PARKING REQ'D
PARKING PROVIDED

: 303-53-008K
: RH
12,637,938.825 S.F.
270 S.F.
1,500 S.F.
1
1

GENERAL COMPLIANCE:
HVAC USED ON THIS STRUCTURE IS NOT INTENDED FOR
HUMAN COMFORT ITS USE IS SOLELY FOR ELECTRONIC
EQUIPMENT COOLING.

DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF THIS SITE WILL CONFORM
TO ALL APPLICABLE CODES AND ORDINANCES.
PROVIDE STREET ADDRESS IDENTIFICATION PER
MUNICIPAL REQUIREMENTS.
THE USE OF THIS SITE WILL GENERATE NO TRASH.
THIS PROJECT DOES NOT REQUIRE WATER OR SEWER,
& NO PLUMBING WORK WILL OCCUR AS PART OF THIS
PROJECT.
MECHANICAL (HVAC) IS INSTALLED BY CABINET
SUPPLIER AND IS USED FOR EQUIPMENT COOLING
ONLY. THIS PROJECT REQUIRES PERMANENT POWER &
TELEPHONE CONNECTION

F.C.C. COMPLIANCE:
ALL NEW ANTENNAS SHALL BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH
ALL FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION (FCC)
REGULATIONS, INCLUDING THOSE PROTECTING THE
PUBLIC HEALTH AND THOSE PROTECTING HISTORIC
DISTRICTS.

SURVEYOR
RLF CONSULTING, LLC
1214 N. STADEM DRIVE
TEMPE, ARIZONA, 85281
PHONE: (480) 510-3668
FAX: (480) 445-9185
CONTACT: RYAN FIDLER

PROPERTY OWNER
PIMA COUNTY
201 N. STONE AVENUE
TUCSON, ARIZONA, 85701
PHONE: (520) 724-6608
CONTACT: STEVEN REUTER

TOWER OWNER
SUNSTATE TOWERS
1426 N. MARVIN STREET
GILBERT, ARIZONA, 85233
PHONE: (602) 463-9514
CONTACT: CHAD WARD

te
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PRELIMINARY UNLESS SIGNED

LESSEE / COMPANY
VERIZON WIRELESS
126 W. GEMINI DRIVE
TEMPE, ARIZONA, 85283
PHONE: (602) 390-9844
CONTACT: RICK MIRANDA

VICINITY MAP:

LA CANADA DRIVE
D
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E
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TUC_QUAIL CREEK
OLD NOGALES HWY

SITE PHOTO:

ARCHITECT
YOUNG DESIGN CORP.
10245 E. VIA LINDA, #211
SCOTTSDALE, ARIZONA, 85258
PHONE: (480) 451-9609
FAX: (480) 451-9608
CONTACT: MATTHEW YOUNG

f es s i ona
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l
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Ar

SITE ACQUISITION
PINNACLE CONSULTING
1426 N. MARVIN STREET
GILBERT, ARIZONA, 85233
PHONE: (480) 664-9588, X. 230
CONTACT: MICHELLE LAMOUREUX

ed

Da

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
THE PROJECT CONSISTS OF THE INSTALLATION AND
OPERATION OF ANTENNAS AND ASSOCIATED
EQUIPMENT FOR COMPANY'S WIRELESS
TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK. FACILITY IS
UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN HABITATION.
THIS FACILITY CONSISTS OF UL-LISTED PRE-FAB
EQUIPMENT CABINETS, TO HOUSE RADIO EQUIPMENT.
NO HAZARDOUS MATERIAL WILL BE STORED WITHIN
THE FACILITY.
ALL EXITS SHALL BE OPEN ABLE FROM THE INSIDE
WITHOUT THE USE OF KEYS OR SPECIAL KNOWLEDGE.
MANUALLY OPERATED EDGE OR SURFACE MOUNTED
FLUSH BOLTS ARE PROHIBITED.
NEW ANTENNAS AND ASSOCIATED CABLES
NEW ELECTRICAL SERVICE
NEW PREFABRICATED EQUIPMENT CABINETS
NEW OUTDOOR STAND-BY GENERATOR
NEW SOLID SCREENING ENCLOSURE
NEW MONOPOLE

RO

QUAIL CRO

18900 S. NOGALES HIGHWAY
GREEN VALLEY, ARIZONA, 85614
SSING BLV

D

AD

SITE COORDINATES:
LATITUDE
LONGITUDE
ELEVATION
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A.D.A. COMPLIANCE:
FACILITY IS UNMANNED AND NOT FOR HUMAN
HABITATION. LANDINGS AND EXITS SHALL COMPLY
WITH THE APPLICABLE BUILDING CODE.

SHEET INDEX:

T1

TITLE SHEET, PROJECT INFO

LS-1
LS-2

BOUNDARY DETAIL
SURVEY DETAIL

A1
A1.1
A2
A3

OVERALL SITE PLAN
SITE PLAN
ENLARGED SITE PLAN
SITE ELEVATIONS

TITLE SHEET

:
:
: 2779.8' A.M.S.L.

DRIVING DIRECTIONS:
FROM TEMPE OFFICE; TAKE WESTBOUND US-60, THEN MERGE ONTO EASTBOUND I-10 TO
TUCSON, TAKE EXIT-260 TO MERGE ONTO SOUTHBOUND I-19 TOWARD NOGALES, THEN TAKE
EXIT-69 FOR DUVAL MINE ROAD & TURN LEFT (NORTHEAST), PROCEED FOR APPROXIMATELY
2.25 MILES & TURN RIGHT (SOUTH) ONTO CONTINENTAL ROAD/OLD NOGALES HIGHWAY.
PROCEED SOUTH APPROXIMATELY 2 MILES TO SITE ON WEST SIDE OF STREET

T-1
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4.

SURVEYOR DOES NOT GUARANTEE THAT ALL UTILITIES ARE SHOWN OR
THEIR LOCATIONS. IT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CONTRACTOR AND
DEVELOPER TO CONTACT BLUE STAKE AND ANY OTHER INVOLVED
AGENCIES TO LOCATE ALL UTILITIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.
REMOVAL, RELOCATION AND/ OR REPLACEMENT IS THE RESPONSIBILITY
OF THE CONTRACTOR.

3.

FIELD WORK FOR THIS PROJECT WAS PERFORMED ON 03/29/16.

L1
3

L36

(E) ACCS. ESMT.
21 BK. 4, PG. 80

15.

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF STATE LAND DEPARTMENT, STATE OF
ARIZONA RIGHT OF WAY FOR BANK PROTECTION STRUCTURE, EROSION
CONTROL EASEMENT, AND RIGHTS INCIDENT THERETO, AS SET FORTH
IN INSTRUMENT RECORDED IN DOCKET 9983, PAGE 421.

21.

MATTERS SHOWN ON SURVEY RECORDED IN BOOK 4 OF MAPS, PAGE 80;
IN BOOK 37 OF RECORD OF SURVEYS AT PAGE 8 AND IN BOOK 78 OF
RECORD OF SURVEYS AT PAGE 76 AND IN SEQUENCE NO. 2014-3440170.

L2

LESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION

L38

(E) ELEC. ESMT.
3 DKT. 172, PG. 562

L2

L18

8 L29
L3

C1

0

L3

1

(E) ELEC. ESMT.
3 DKT. 172, PG. 562

ALL THAT PORTION OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 17 SOUTH, RANGE 13 EAST, GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN, PIMA COUNTY, ARIZONA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

L27

L20

15

SURVEY DETAIL
SHEET LS-2

(E) EROSION ESMT.
DKT. 9983, PG. 421

HW

L26

AY

S.E. COR. SEC. 36,
T. 17 S., R. 13 E.

LES

L41

APN: 304-14-001P
ZONING: RH

LINE TABLE

LINE TABLE

LINE TABLE

LINE

LENGTH

BEARING

LINE

LENGTH

BEARING

L1

385.81

S20° 13' 41"W

L21

15.00

S79° 59' 07"E

L41

615.88

S88° 05' 38"W

L2

1017.78

S4° 13' 16"W

L22

620.79

N10° 00' 53"E

L42

182.56

N20° 13' 41"E

L3

2026.10

N89° 55' 58"E

L23

30.00

N83° 37' 33"W

L43

172.72

N90° 00' 00"W

L4

955.11

S34° 59' 48"W

L24

746.46

N89° 01' 34"W

L44

30.00

N90° 00' 00"W

L5

151.76

S0° 02' 15"E

L25

147.00

S39° 01' 46"W

L45

55.21

S0° 00' 00"E

L6

363.90

S20° 31' 01"W

L26

490.02

S10° 20' 50"W

L46

30.00

N90° 00' 00"E

L7

914.61

S9° 54' 24"W

L27

385.01

S26° 25' 48"W

L47

20.00

S0° 00' 00"E

L8

1432.76

N89° 55' 58"E

L28

168.50

S41° 56' 16"W

L48

120.00

N90° 00' 00"W

L9

322.24

N89° 55' 59"E

L29

116.53

S41° 56' 16"W

L49

20.00

N0° 00' 00"E

L10

1483.67

N0° 53' 57"W

L30

132.32

S28° 02' 13"W

L50

30.00

N90° 00' 00"E

L11

639.36

N51° 12' 25"E

L31

237.67

S28° 02' 13"W

L51

75.21

N0° 00' 00"E

L12

497.68

N43° 28' 16"E

L32

465.02

S16° 48' 39"W

L52

230.09

N90° 00' 00"E

L13

578.83

N32° 36' 37"E

L33

345.01

S32° 36' 37"W

L53

21.31

S20° 13' 41"W

L14

505.49

N16° 48' 39"E

L34

335.01

S43° 28' 16"W

L54

50.00

S0° 00' 00"E

L15

149.81

N28° 02' 13"E

L35

201.74

S51° 12' 25"W

L55

30.00

N90° 00' 00"W

L16

299.29

N41° 56' 16"E

L36

109.07

S0° 53' 57"E

L56

50.00

N0° 00' 00"E

L17

120.27

N26° 25' 48"E

L37

300.02

S89° 43' 10"W

L57

30.00

N90° 00' 00"E

L18

625.37

N10° 00' 53"E

L38

2710.61

N0° 53' 57"W

L19

15.00

N79° 59' 07"W

L39

1716.88

S88° 04' 42"W

L20

56.53

N10° 00' 53"E

L40

1465.68

S89° 01' 34"E

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH EAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36, FROM WHICH THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36 BEARS
SOUTH 88° 05' 38" WEST, 2632.53 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION SOUTH 88°05'38" WEST, 615.88 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF OLD NOGALES HIGHWAY; THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE NORTH 20°13'41" EAST, 182.56
FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
THENCE DEPARTING SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST, 172.72 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 90°00'00" WEST, 30.00 FEET; THENCE
SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST, 55.21 FEET; THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A RADIUS OF 19.88 FEET, WITH A
CHORD BEARING SOUTH 45°00'00" EAST, 28.28 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°43'05", AN ARC LENGTH OF 31.47 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, 30.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST, 20.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST, 120.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH
00°00'00" EAST, 20.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, 30.00 FEET; THENCE NORTHEASTERLY ALONG SAID CURVE TO THE LEFT HAVING A
RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 90°00'00", AN ARC LENGTH OF 31.42 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°00'00" EAST, 75.21 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, 230.09 FEET TO A POINT OF THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF OLD NOGALES HIGHWAY; THENCE SOUTH
20°13'41" WEST ALONG SAID LINE, 21.31 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

RADIUS

DELTA

CHORD BRG.

CHORD LENGTH

C1

1527.74

5469.76

16°00'11"

N12° 12' 36"E

1522.78

C2

71.48

1125.00

3°38'25"

S8° 11' 40"W

71.46

C3

30.91

1095.00

1°37'02"

S5° 33' 57"W

30.91

C4

31.47

19.88

90°43'05"

S45° 00' 00"E

28.28

C5

31.42

20.00

90°00'00"

N45° 00' 00"E

28.28

CLF
CS
D/W

CHAIN LINK FENCE
CONCRETE
ACCESS DRIVEWAY

NG
PV
R/W

NATURAL GRADE
ASPHALT
RIGHT OF WAY

1419.18

SPOT ELEVATION

ET

CAB

LESSEE LEASE AREA LEGAL DESCRIPTION
T

S

ELECTRICAL TRANSFORMER
TELEPHONE CABINET
TELEPHONE PEDESTAL
TELEPHONE MANHOLE
POWER POLE
DOWN GUY
SANITARY SEWER MANHOLE
SIGN
BREAKLINE

#

THENCE SOUTH 00°00'00" EAST, 50.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST, 30.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00°00'00" EAST, 50.00 FEET; THENCE
NORTH 90°00'00" EAST, 30.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

LENGTH

CHECKED BY:

RLF

REVISIONS

5

02/20/17

REVISION

4

08/24/16

REVISION

3

04/27/16

FINAL-JTJ

2

04/20/16

REVISION-JTJ

1

04/05/16

PRELIMINARY

NO.

DATE

DESCRIPTION

jsultzbach@com-serv.com
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AR
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LESSEE ACCESS/UTILITY EASEMENT LEGAL DESCRIPTION

COMMENCING AT THE SOUTH EAST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36, FROM WHICH THE SOUTH QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36 BEARS
SOUTH 88° 05' 38" WEST, 2632.53 FEET; THENCE ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF SAID SECTION SOUTH 88°05'38" WEST, 615.88 FEET TO A POINT ON
THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF OLD NOGALES HIGHWAY; THENCE ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE NORTH 20°13'41" EAST, 182.56
FEET; THENCE DEPARTING SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE NORTH 90°00'00" WEST, 172.72 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING;

CURVE

JTJ

gne

d

ZONA , U . S . A

.

A PORTION OF THE SOUTH EAST QUARTER OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 17 SOUTH, RANGE 13 EAST, AND THE NORTH EAST QUARTER OF
SECTION 1, TOWNSHIP 18 SOUTH, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN, PIMA COUNTY, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

A PORTION OF THE SOUTH EAST QUARTER OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 17 SOUTH, RANGE 13 EAST, GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN, PIMA
COUNTY, ARIZONA DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

CURVE TABLE

DRAWN BY:

R
E YO
RV
O.

BEARING

JMM

te

LENGTH

N88° 05' 38"E
2632.53'

COMMENCING AT A FOUND UNTAGGED #4 REBAR MARKING THE SOUTH ¼ CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36, TO WHICH A BRASS TAG STAMPED "RLS 19316" WAS AFFIXED AND FROM WHICH AN
ILLEGIBLE 1.5 INCH DIAMETER LEAD CAP IN CONCRETE MARKING THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID SECTION 36 BEARS NORTH 89° 01' 02" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 2,643.22 FEET; THENCE NORTH
89° 01' 02" WEST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 36, A DISTANCE OF 1,465.68 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUING NORTH
89° 01' 02" WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 746.46 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO THE EAST, SAID POINT BEING ON THE EASTERLY
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF THE RIGHT-OF-WAY DESCRIBED IN SEQUENCE NO. 20111460665, RECORDS OF SAID PIMA COUNTY, A RADIAL LINE OF SAID CURVE THROUGH SAID POINT HAVING A
BEARING OF NORTH 85° 14' 02" WEST; THE FOLLOWING COURSES ARE COINCIDENT WITH SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, TO THE
RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1,095.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 001° 37' 02", A DISTANCE OF 30.91 FEET TO A NON-TANGENT LINE; THENCE NORTH 83° 37' 01" WEST, ALONG A RADIAL
EXTENSION OF THE LAST DESCRIBED CURVE AND A RADIAL LINE OF THE NEXT DESCRIBED CURVE, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A NONTANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO
THE EAST; THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 1,125.00 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 03° 38' 25", A DISTANCE OF 71.48 FEET TO A
POINT OF TANGENCY; THENCE NORTH 10° 01’ 25" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 620.79 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 79° 58' 35" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 15.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 10° 01’ 25" EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 56.53 FEET; THENCE NORTH 79° 58' 35" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 15.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 10° 01’ 25' 'EAST, A DISTANCE OF 625.37 FEET; THENCE NORTH 26° 26' 20" EAST, DEPARTING SAID
EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 120.27 FEET; THENCE NORTH 41° 56' 48" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 299.29 FEET; THENCE NORTH 28° 02' 45" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 149.81 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 16° 49' 11" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 505.49 FEET; THENCE NORTH 32° 37' 09" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 578.83 FEET; THENCE NORTH 43° 28' 48” EAST, A DISTANCE
OF 497.68 FEET; THENCE NORTH 51° 12' 57" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 639.36 FEET; THENCE NORTH 00° 53' 25" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 1,483.67 FEET TO THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE RIGHTOF- WAY
EASEMENT DESCRIBED IN ARIZONA STATE LAND DEPARTMENT APPLICATION NO. 18-114820, SAID SOUTHERLY LINE BEING A LINE 265.00 FEET SOUTHERLY OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE NORTH 89° 56’ 31" EAST, ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 322.24 FEET TO THE NORTH-SOUTH
MID-SECTION LINE OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE NORTH 89° 56' 30" EAST, CONTINUING ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY EASEMENT, BEING A LINE 265.00 FEET SOUTHERLY
OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 36, A DISTANCE OF 1,432.76 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE RECHARGE BASIN
EASEMENT DESCRIBED IN ARIZONA STATE LAND DEPARTMENT APPLICATION NO. 14- 114819; THE FOLLOWING COURSES ARE COINCIDENT WITH THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID RECHARGE BASIN
EASEMENT; THENCE SOUTH 09° 54’ 56" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 914.61 FEET (SOUTH 09° 55' 03" WEST, 914.61 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 20° 31’ 33" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 363.90 FEET (SOUTH 20° 31' 40" WEST, 363.90 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 00° 01’ 43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 151.76 FEET (SOUTH 00° 01’ 36" EAST, 151.76 FEET RECORD); THENCE
SOUTH 35° 00' 20” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 955.11 FEET (SOUTH 35° 00' 27" WEST, 955.11 FEET RECORD) TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF SAID RECHARGE BASIN EASEMENT; THENCE
NORTH 89° 56' 30" EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID RECHARGE BASIN EASEMENT, A DISTANCE OF 2,026.10 FEET (NORTH 89° 56’ 37" EAST, 2,025.96 FEET RECORD) TO THE WESTERLY
RIGHT-OFWAY LINE OF THE TUCSON-NOGALES HIGHWAY, ARIZONA HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT RIGHT-OF-WAY PLAN, PROJECT NO. FA 86-A 3RD REO (1938); THE FOLLOWING COURSES ARE
COINCIDENT WITH SAID WESTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE; THENCE SOUTH 04° 13 '48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 1,017.78 FEET TO A POINT ON THE ARC OF A NONTANGENT CURVE CONCAVE TO THE
WEST, A RADIAL LINE OF SAID CURVE THROUGH SAID POINT HAVING A BEARING OF SOUTH 85° 46' 58” EAST; THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE ARC OF SAID CURVE, TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A
RADIUS OF 5,469.76 FEET AND A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 16° 00' 11”, A DISTANCE OF 1,527.74 FEET TO A NON-TANGENT LINE; THENCE SOUTH 20° 14' 13" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 385.81 FEET TO THE
SOUTHERLY LINE OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF SAID SECTION 36: THENCE SOUTH 88° 05' 14" WEST, ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 1,716.88 FEET TO THE SOUTHEAST
CORNER OF THE PARCEL DESCRIBED IN DOCKET 6641 AT PAGE 684, RECORDS OF SAID PIMA COUNTY, SAID CORNER BEING ON A LINE 300.00 FEET EASTERLY OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE
NORTH-SOUTH MID-SECTION LINE OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE NORTH 00° 53' 25” WEST, ALONG SAID PARALLEL LINE, A DISTANCE OF 2,710.61 FEET TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID
PARCEL ON THE EAST-WEST MID-SECTION LINE OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE SOUTH 89° 43' 42" WEST, ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL AND ALONG SAID EAST- WEST
MID-SECTION LINE, A DISTANCE OF 300.02 FEET TO THE CENTER OF SAID SECTION 36; THENCE SOUTH 00° 53' 25" EAST, ALONG THE NORTH-SOUTH MID-SECTION LINE OF SAID SECTION 36, A
DISTANCE OF 109.07 FEET TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT AREA D DESCRIBED IN DOCKET 9983 AT PAGE 421, RECORDS OF SAID PIMA COUNTY; THE
FOLLOWING COURSES ARE COINCIDENT WITH SAID SOUTHEASTERLY LINE; THENCE SOUTH 51° 12’ 57” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 201.74 FEET (SOUTH 51° 44' 50" WEST, 201.72 FEET
RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 43° 28' 48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 335.01 FEET (SOUTH 44° 00’ 40" WEST, 335.00 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 32° 37' 09" WEST, A DISTANCE
OF 345.01 FEET (SOUTH 33° 09' 00" WEST, 345.00 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 16° 49' 11" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 465.02 FEET (SOUTH 17° 21' 00" WEST, 465.00 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH
28° 02' 45" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 237.67 FEET (SOUTH 28° 34' 35" WEST, 237.67 FEET RECORD) TO THE NORTHERNMOST CORNER OF PERMANENT EASEMENT AREA B DESCRIBED IN SAID DOCKET
9983 AT PAGE 421; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 28° 02' 45" WEST, ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID PERMANENT EASEMENT AREA B, A DISTANCE
OF 132.32 FEET (SOUTH 28° 34' 35” WEST, 132.33 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 41° 56' 48" WEST, CONTINUING ALONG THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID PERMANENT EASEMENT AREA B, A
DISTANCE OF 116.53 FEET (SOUTH 42° 28' 50" WEST, 116.53 FEET RECORD) TO THE SOUTHEASTERLY LINE OF SAID TEMPORARY CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT AREA D DESCRIBED IN DOCKET 9983
AT PAGE 421, RECORDS OF SAID PIMA COUNTY; THE FOLLOWING COURSES ARE COINCIDENT WITH SAID SOUTHEASTERLY LINE; THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 41° 56' 48" WEST, A DISTANCE OF
168.50 FEET (SOUTH 42° 28' 50" WEST, 168.47 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 26° 26' 20" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 385.01 FEET (SOUTH 26° 58' 10" WEST, 385.00 FEET RECORD; THENCE SOUTH 10° 21
'22 "WEST, A DISTANCE OF 490.02 FEET (SOUTH 10° 53’ 10” WEST, 490.00 FEET RECORD); THENCE SOUTH 39° 02' 18" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 147.00 FEET (SOUTH 39° 34' 10" WEST, 147.00 FEET
RECORD) TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
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9.3

Planning & Zoning Commission Meeting Minutes

1.

CALL TO ORDER
Meeting called to order at 6:12 PM

2.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3.

ROLL CALL
Present Chair Tim Trosper
Absent Vice Chair Jenna Reilly
Present Commissioner John D Backer Jr
Absent Commissioner Nathan Barrett
Absent Commissioner Michael Hernandez
Present Commissioner Cathy Maghran
Present Commissioner Ken Woodward

4.

APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES FOR PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING OF MAY 1,
2017.
Motion to accept minutes as presented.
RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

ADOPTED [UNANIMOUS]
Cathy Maghran, Commissioner
Ken Woodward, Commissioner
Tim Trosper, John D Backer Jr, Cathy Maghran, Ken Woodward
Jenna Reilly, Nathan Barrett, Michael Hernandez

MOTION CARRIED 4:0
5.

CALL TO THE AUDIENCE
No one came forward

6.

PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUATON: A request for a Type III Conditional Use permit for a 150 foot
tall monopole wireless communications facility at 18900 S. Old Nogales Highway, located east of
the Pima County Wastewater treatment plant and west of the Old Nogales Highway. The project
includes a new wireless communications tower and ground equipment that will be housed
within a 10 foot tall masonry wall enclosure. The request also includes one waiver request which
would allow the Tower to exceed the maximum height of 70 feet allowed in a residential zone.
SA9-17-00001.
Chairman Trosper opened the public hearing.
Dylan Parry, Planner, presented the staff report. Eric Hurly, Pinnacle Consulting, was present to
address any questions by the Commission or public. Staff recommended that the Commission
forward a recommendation for approval to Town Council.
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Commission Woodward asked about the surrounding area’s zoning. Director More responded
that Pima County purchased the land around treatment plant to create a buffer area around the
plant where the tower is being placed.
Gil Lusk, Quail Creek resident, concerns were the placement and size of the tower and if it would
pose a problem for future road expansion. Mr. Hurly assured that the placement and size were a
distance from the road and would not be an issue in the future. Mr. Lusk asked if any radiation
was admitted from the tower. Steve Kennedy, RFG Consultant, stated that every carrier must
follow a safety standard OET65, set by the FCC and the radio waves are non-ionizing such as
your standard light bulb.
John Ororick, Quail Creek resident, reception in his neighborhood is grim. Mr. Ororick had to
purchase a signal booster for better reception for his home and hopes that this tower can give
him better reception.
Chairman Trosper asked staff if any negative feedback was received and staff clarified that no
negative feedback was received about the placement of the tower.
Commissioner Backer made the motion to approve with the suggested motion to forward a
recommendation of approval to the Town Council for a waiver request to allow the wireless
tower to exceed the maximum height requirement and allow for 150 foot tall monopole tower.

RESULT:
MOVER:
SECONDER:
AYES:
ABSENT:

APPROVED [UNANIMOUS]
John D Backer Jr, Commissioner
Cathy Maghran, Commissioner
Tim Trosper, John D Backer Jr, Cathy Maghran, Ken Woodward
Jenna Reilly, Nathan Barrett, Michael Hernandez

MOTION CARRIED 4:0
7.

PLANNING & BUILDING DIRECTOR’S REPORT
Director More gave an update on building permit numbers and current commercial activity. Ms.
More also noted that the department is implementing new software to better streamline our
day to day process and will also be welcoming a new staff member.

8.

PLANNING COMMISSIONERS ANNOUNCEMENTS AND REPORTS
None.

9.
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None.
10.

ADJOURNMENT
Meeting adjourned at 6:45 pm.
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PUBLIC HEARING: TYPE 3
CONDITIONAL USE FOR A
WIRELESS TOWER AND RELATED
WAIVER REQUEST
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9.4

• Sunsite Towers on behalf of Verizon is proposing a 150’-tall tower at
18900 S Old Nogales Highway
• The proposed site is within a 1500-square foot lease area on a 160-acre
parcel with Rural Homestead (RH) zoning
• It is adjacent to Old Nogales Highway on the east, the Pima County
Wastewater Treatment Plant to the west, Quail Creek-Veteran’s
Municipal Park on the south and vacant land to the north.
• 2-part request:
• New Wireless Tower: allowed use through a Type 3 Conditional Use Permit
• Height Waiver: Type 3 CUP to allow height above 70’ residential zone maximum
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• A Type 3 Conditional Use Permit requires public hearings before the
Planning and Zoning Commission and Town Council.
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Applicant’s Justification
• The proposed wastewater treatment plant was the only location
that allowed them to cover all of Quail Creek.
• There are no existing structures that could support the height
necessary to cover Quail Creek.
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Part 1: New Wireless Tower Request
Staff’s findings
• The code establishes how the visual impact of the proposed site should be
evaluated:
• How well it is camouflaged
• Compatibility with surrounding area
• Proximity to significant views

• The tower will not be camouflaged due to the proposed height.
• The tower will not have a significant visual impact since the surrounding
properties are non residential.
• The tower will be approximately 4000 feet from the closest residential property.
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9.4

• A waiver to the maximum height allowed in a residential area.
• The maximum height allowed is 70 feet.

Applicant’s Justification
• The increase in height allows Verizon to have their antenna at a
height that is the most effective for propagating their signal.
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9.4

Staff Findings
• The applicant has adequately demonstrated that the 150-foot
height is necessary to cover the Quail Creek community fully.
• The tower will be able to support the colocation of additional
carriers which will help limit the proliferation of wireless towers.
• The impact on adjacent properties is minimal due to the current use
of those properties.
• Staff sent the application to a 3rd party expert for technical review,
and the reviewer’s findings agreed with the applicant.
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9.4

The Commission held a Public Hearing on July 6, 2017.
• Recommended approval of the type 3 CUP for the wireless tower
and approval of a waiver to the maximum height with a 4-0 vote
with 3 Commissioners absent.
• No public opposition. 3 people spoke.
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• The applicant held multiple neighborhood meetings with residents
of Quail Creek.
• Notice was mailed to property owners within 600 feet.
• Notice was provided in the Green Valley News and the site was
posted.
• No public input received to-date, outside of Planning Commission
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Recommendations
Planning and Zoning Commission
• Recommended approval

Staff
• Recommends approval with 2 conditions:
• Light at the top of the tower to ensure safety of aircraft, particularly Border
Patrol helicopters
• Development Plan approval within 18 months as required by Code
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9.4

• I move to adopt Resolution 2017-0516 with the following
Conditions:
1. A light to alert aircraft shall be required at the top of the Tower.
2. An approved Development Plan is required within 18 months of approval of
the Conditional Use.
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