
 
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK             

 

 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
 
 
March 21, 2019 
 
The City Council of the City of Mesa met in a Study Session in the lower level meeting room of the Council 
Chambers, 57 East 1st Street, on March 21, 2019 at 7:30 a.m. 
 
COUNCIL PRESENT 
 

COUNCIL ABSENT OFFICERS PRESENT 

John Giles 
Mark Freeman 
Jennifer Duff 
Francisco Heredia 
David Luna 
Kevin Thompson 
Jeremy Whittaker 
 

None Christopher Brady 
Dee Ann Mickelsen 
Jim Smith 
 

1-a. Hear a presentation, discuss, and provide direction on the recommended conceptual master plan 
for the City-owned property at the southwest corner of University and Mesa Drives and the next 
steps for development of the property. 

 
Downtown Transformation Manager Jeff McVay introduced Don Arambula, Principal of Crandall 
Arambula PC and Alex Stokes, Principal, Financial Analysis and Transactions of HR&A Advisors 
who displayed a PowerPoint presentation. (See Attachment 1) He stated they completed the 
Market and Income Development Analysis. 
 
Mr. Arambula commented that the project intent is to look at the three conceptual master plans, 
use the guiding principles, and engagement of the surrounding community. He noted that during 
the six-month timeline process the items were reviewed and updated by the community and 
stakeholders. He added that the Steering Committee met on March 20, 2019 and received 
feedback. (See Pages 3 through 6 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Arambula reported that the City-owned property progress is available on the City’s website, 
which includes feedback summaries from two community workshops.  He pointed out that 
attendance at the second workshop increased from 80 to over 136 citizens. (See Pages 7 through 
9 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Arambula stated that the access concept for the conceptual Master Plan has strong citizen 
support.  He added that the concept would connect Main Street, and that Main Street merchants 
suggested linking the Transform 17 District with retail, which included an extension of the shared 
mobility loop. (See Pages 10 through 13) 
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In response to a question posed by Mayor Giles, Mr. Arambula explained that a shared mobility 
loop is a walk and bike route separated from traffic. He noted that the loop would be in the public 
right-of-way separated with an eight-foot sidewalk and a twelve-foot bike path.  He added that the 
mobility loop includes shade cover, public art, and lighting.   
 
Mr. Arambula highlighted Common District Elements as follows (See Pages 14 through 18 of 
Attachment 1): 
 

• Historic Street Grid Concept – Reduced costs due to existing infrastructure 

• District Core Concept – Residential is a prime component to establish vibrancy  

• Flex Blocks Concept – Add different uses; commercial and retail (hotels, offices) 

• Public Open Space Concept – Amenities  
 
Mr. Arambula noted each range of land use concepts; medium, medium-high, and high intensities.  
He pointed out that the community evaluation showed that medium-high or high intensity was 
desired with an opportunity for employment, retail, and entertainment.  He suggested removing 
the medium market trend. (See Pages 19 and 20 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Arambula reviewed the traffic assessment and stated that while there will be some additional 
traffic, no additional traffic signals will be needed.  He added that with an increase in density, the 
traffic volume will not increase since destinations are being added within the development which 
does not require people to drive out of the area. (See Pages 23 and 24 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Stokes commented that in terms of the market demand in downtown, statistics show the City 
has less residential density which has negative implications for all businesses in the downtown 
area.  He added that bringing in residents creates density and activity to the downtown area and 
increases the success of the project.     
 
Mr. Stokes highlighted the four near-term and long-term growth uses to ensure success in the 
project and in the Main Street corridor. He added that it will be important to provide amenities in 
the first phases of the development with retail and shopping which will bring attention to the district 
and bring in more people to pave the way for more commercial development.   
 
Mr. Stokes noted that the office space in downtown is dated with a lack of construction over the 
last 20 years which has resulted in one of the weakest rents of the downtown’s in the region, 
however, the low vacancy suggests that businesses want to be downtown.  He pointed out that 
the City has two existing co-working facilities, one looking for a location, and Arizona State 
University (ASU), which will jumpstart new construction. (See Page 26 of Attachment 1) 
 

 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Thompson regarding adding development to 
downtown without adding more multi-family density, Mr. Stokes responded that the analysis 
shows the spending capacity and supports retail such as a grocery store and restaurants, 
however, the area requires more customers.  He stated that by bringing in more residents adjacent 
to downtown, the residents would support businesses and increase employment.   

 
 Mr. Stokes highlighted potential rents and revenues for new construction that include the costs of 

structured parking and showed projections that the City could break even on rental housing.  He 
added that by removing the district parking from the costs, the numbers for the City improve and 
that as each phase is completed the surplus or deficits improve.  He noted that infrastructure 
costs range from $14 million to $30 million depending on the scenario and that the revenues 
generated could be rededicated to cover infrastructure in future phases.  He pointed out that if 
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the project started soon the City would need some subsidy, which is noted in red.  (See Pages 27 
and 28 of Attachment 1) 

 
 Mr. Stokes displayed the overall project revenue increases needed to fund the infrastructure 

without utilizing outside funding sources which ranged from 5% to 20%, depending on the 
scenarios.  He added that the City’s market is in flux, housing is the most feasible use to ensure 
increased feasibility for commercial uses, and that for the initial stages to have amenities in the 
district to bring people in.  He concluded by saying that the City will need outside funding for the 
first phase where tax revenues generated from the project would assist in paying off the debt in a 
timely manner. (See Pages 29 and 30 of Attachment 1) 

 
 Mr. Arambula explained the recommendation of medium-high market concept that was 

determined by the community evaluation.  He pointed out that the poor responses dealt with the 
density and height of buildings. (See Page 32 of Attachment 1) 

 
 Mr. Arambula highlighted the recommended land use hybrid concept as follows (See Pages 33 

through 37 of Attachment 1): 
 

• Eight-story buildings on Pomeroy 

• Residential townhomes on 2nd Street (two-three stories high) 

• Market acceptable buildings 

• Grocery store 

• Tuck under parking 

• Green space 

• Series of office buildings 

• Municipal garage 

• Hotel (100 keys) 
  

Mr. Arambula pointed out that the sequencing is broken into three phases over a 20-year build-
out, with the initial sequence completed over a five-year period to include a shared mobility loop 
(walking/biking connections) and street improvements.  He recommended that additional roadway 
and garden lane improvements be built by the private sector.  He suggested that the City provide 
Circle-K with a first right of refusal agreement so the City can acquire it in the future.  He noted 
that the Phase 1 development costs include residential, some commercial, and retail uses of $60 
million.  (See Pages 40 through 43 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Arambula commented that on Phase 2, the Market Square is the signature structure with a 
cost of $11.4 million and will increase the land value of adjacent parcels.  He emphasized the 
importance of creating an identity for the district as well as for downtown.  He pointed out that the 
cost of a shuttle tying Main Street to the district is included.  He recommended that the developer 
pay for completing 3rd Place, Wilbur Street, and garden lanes at a cost of $3.4 million.  He 
remarked that the estimated development value with the completion of Phase 2 is approximately 
$128 million. (See Pages 44 through 46 of Attachment 1) 
 
Mr. Arambula reported that in Phase 3 the municipal garage costs on Centennial Way is not 
included in the costs since it is outside the study area, however, estimates show the cost of $18.6 
million which accounts for the surrounding office development.  He suggested the City provide 
the office building on University Drive with a first right of refusal agreement since the property is 
in a key location.  He highlighted the costs for infrastructure improvements and street and garden 
lane improvements. (See Pages 47 through 49 of Attachment 1) 
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Mr. Arambula concluded his presentation by noting that the 20-year project should begin soon in 
order to change the investment environment to attract the uses the City would like to see in the 
long term.  He summarized that the development would yield 1,500 residential units, over 100,000 
sq. ft. of retail and dining, 172,000 sq. ft. of employment, and 42,000 sq. ft. of commercial, in 
addition to the amenities, parks, market square, and a hotel. (See Pages 50 and 51 of Attachment 
1) 
  

 Mr. McVay clarified that the presentation is a conceptual master planning process to determine 
the building blocks and concepts to be given to the development community for possible 
development of the site. 

 
 City Manager Christopher Brady emphasized that the plan is conceptual, and that the City has 

made no promises on how the site will be laid out.  He added that the Request for Proposals will 
be evaluated to determine a concept based on those provided.  

 
 Mayor Giles reviewed the history of the site project that started over two years ago with the 

engagement of the community and a study. 
 
 Janice Gennevois, a Mesa resident, remarked that she is representing 12 neighbors in the Historic 

Wilbur District that want their voices heard on density and the impact to the neighborhood. She 
displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 2) emphasizing the scope, scale, and 
style of the district and working with the City as the project develops.  She noted that the 
development on the north side of 2nd Street should be no more than two-stories and should not 
exceed 30-feet in height.  She pointed out they are not in favor of condos or townhouses and 
suggested two-story bungalow homes.  She concurred with the medium-high density concept and 
said that the high-density concept is not compatible with the district.  She suggested the City use 
fruit trees that would buffer the district from the project site.  She added that they are in favor of a 
grocery store and asked for the electric and telephone wires to be buried.  She asked that the 
park space be moved south, closer to 2nd Street and be used as a walking park to be consistent 
with the character of the historic district. (See Page 8 of Attachment 2)  She requested the City 
remove the tall density lamps in their district and replace them with the correct path lights they 
had originally requested during construction.  She concluded by saying that the district concurs 
with a vibrant downtown and noted concern related to building an additional hotel when the 
existing hotel is struggling.   

 
 Misty Mills, a Mesa resident, remarked that safety is the main concern, especially utility wires and 

adequate lighting for children and the elderly.  She encouraged the idea of the park with gas 
lamps and a small grocery store.  She commented that the site does not need a hotel.   

 
 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Whittaker, Mr. Brady confirmed that the hotel 

would not be built until Phase 3 if the developer deems that necessary. 
 
 Tim Boyle, a Mesa resident, stated that the City of Mesa is bigger than Miami, Florida. He 

expressed the opinion that the scope and direction that the designers were given was too small.  
He pointed out that the 20-year build-out is too long as his children will have grown up and moved 
out of Mesa.  He stated the opinion that the City needs to create and build a regional draw to bring 
Arizona State University (ASU) students, Scottsdale shoppers, and Gilbert families to Mesa.   

 
 Ryan Smith, a Mesa resident, stated his concern on the impact of traffic and parking and pointed 

out that in the afternoon, University Street backs up to Hibbert Road on the eastbound route.  He 
asked for traffic to exit on the southbound sides of Pomeroy and Mesa Drive, in addition to street 
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lights at Hibbert for westbound traffic and northbound on Mesa Drive at 2nd Street. He remarked 
that the transit corridor on Mesa Drive is not large enough to have walkers and bikes without using 
an additional lane.  He suggested that the land be sold at each phase with proof the land can be 
developed prior to moving to the next phase.  

    
 Oscar Mancinas, a Mesa resident, stated that he is speaking on behalf of the Escobedo Historic 

District and his generation.  He focused on the timescale due to the fact that he would be in his 
forties once the project is completed, what would be most sustainable for his generation, and what 
would activate a sense of community in order to encourage people to stay in Mesa. 

 
 Maria Mancinas, a Mesa resident, remarked that she represents the Escobedo Historic District 

and is excited about the development.  She emphasized that the elements of the project align 
with the quality of life such as new housing, retail, and jobs.  She commented that her concern is 
traffic and parking space.  She added that she is in favor of the new hotel which will bring jobs, 
competition, and visitors to Mesa.  

  
 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Luna, Mr. Brady explained that the City has 

been in the process of developing the site for many years and staff has provided a concept with 
significant community involvement.  He added that the City prefers to acquire a master developer 
that would be involved through all phases of the project.  He noted that the developer’s that submit 
will have more experience with mixed-use concepts.  He emphasized to Council that the City 
needs to have the RFP sent to the market quickly to engage with those developers. 

 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Heredia, Mr. McVay stated that the next steps, if 

Council requests to move forward, would be to look into the economic activities as well as 
continuing to refine the market and feasibility analysis.  

 
 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Heredia, Mr. Arambula remarked that phasing 

is to increase the value of the land and the goal is to have the highest value and the units desired.  
He suggested moving forward with a detailed five-year plan.  He pointed out the importance of 
not moving ahead quickly but be aware not to move too slowly either. 

 
 Mr. Stokes added that the 20-year plan is based on trends and if the market is strong the process 

to complete can be moved up. 
 
 Discussion ensued relative to the increase in land value, development of condos versus 

apartments, and improvement of surrounding neighborhoods. 
 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Duff regarding the RFP process, Mr. Brady 

responded that staff will provide different proposals to Council, however, suggested that at a 
certain point in the process a master developer would be obtained to oversee the entire 
development through all phases. He added that the property would not be sold all at once and 
would sell over time and that would be included in the RFP. 

 
 Councilmember Duff suggested to staff that the City maintain some control in the development in 

order to maintain the priorities and values of the City. 
 
 In response to questions posed by Councilmember Whittaker relative to home ownership rather 

than renting, Mr. McVay stated that the City will have more apartments downtown but will maintain 
quality apartments with high rental.  He stated the opinion that the apartments in downtown will 
maintain the value and higher rents than in the suburban areas.  He added that in addition to 
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rentals the City wants to see ownership, as it is an important component to have a variety of 
options of residential in downtown.  He noted that by increasing the value of land over time 
ensures ownership.      

   
 Mr. Arambula added that by completing the public space correctly, market square, and public 

walkways, the City will increase the property value. 
 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Whittaker, Mr. Brady replied that having a higher- 

end block such as an Eastmark could occur, however, part of the concept is to have a developer 
take on the costs and decide to implement a taxing district for reimbursement of the improvements 
or include the costs in the sale of the property.   

    
 Councilmember Thompson emphasized the need to have a correct blend of residential and retail 

development to maintain a sustainable neighborhood.  He requested that the form-based code 
be applied to the project. 

 
 Vice Mayor Freeman expressed concern on the safety issues within the Wilbur Historic District. 
 
 Mr. McVay requested Council support the hybrid concept in order for staff to move on to the next 

steps. (See page 54 of Attachment 1) 
 
 In response to a question posed by Vice Mayor Freeman regarding a timeline, Mr. Brady replied 

that with Council confirmation, staff will move forward with an RFP, keep Council updated through 
the process, and use the hybrid concept.    

 
It was the consensus of the Council that staff create the RFP for the first phase of the 
development. 
 

 Mayor Giles thanked staff and representatives for the presentation. 
  

(A brief recess occurred at 8:59 a.m.  The Study Session resumed at 9:07 a.m.) 
 
1-b. Hear a presentation and discuss the City's financial forecast with an emphasis on General 

Governmental Funds. 
 
 Management and Budget Director Candace Cannistraro introduced Management and Budget 

Deputy Director Brian Ritschel who displayed a PowerPoint presentation. (See Attachment 3) 
She commented that the budget process begins April 1, 2019 and that the presentation is a 
forecast of the General Governmental and Enterprise Funds. 

 
 Mr. Ritschel reviewed the financial and revenue forecasting which begins in Fall and includes staff 

review of historical trends to determine future expenses and revenues that include operations and 
maintenance expenses from capital improvement projects.  He pointed out that the General 
Governmental revenues include an economic correction starting in Fiscal Year (FY) 2020/21, 
where the revenues displayed indicate a slowdown, but then after FY 2021/22 the estimated 
revenues increase. (See Pages 3 through 5 of Attachment 3) 

 
 Mr. Ritschel displayed a chart of the General Governmental Operation Sources that include (See 

Page 6 of Attachment 3): 
 

• Local Sales Tax 
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• State Shared Revenues 

• Enterprise Transfer 

• Other (ex: grants) 
 
 Mr. Ritschel stated that the City is seeing a slowdown in residential housing permit revenues from 

year to year. 
 
 City Manager Christopher Brady pointed out that FY 2018/19 has been a peak year for permit 

revenues.  
 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Thompson, Mr. Brady responded that for the last 

two years, revenues had significant increases and are still coming in higher than the last 
recession.   

 
 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Whittaker, Mr. Brady clarified that the 

increase of sales tax from 1.75% to 2% approved by the voters is for Public Safety and is tracked 
separately. 

 
 Ms. Cannistraro clarified that the Public Safety Sales Tax is a restricted fund and will not be 

included in the General Governmental funds.   
 
 Discussion ensued relating to general funds and restricted funds.   
 
 In response to a question from Vice Mayor Freeman related to carryover amounts, Ms. 

Cannistraro explained that at year-end, the revenues and/or expenses not collected need to be 
re-adopted into the new FY per state statute and is referred to as a carryover.  

 
 Mr. Ritschel reviewed the local sales tax collection and noted that the City relies heavily on retail 

sales for the general governmental revenues with rental tax coming in next. He noted that for 
state shared revenues, specifically the state shared income tax has a two-year lag for all Arizona 
cities to receive the funds. (See Pages 7 and 8 of Attachment 3) 

 
 Mr. Ritschel highlighted the operational expenditure forecast.  He pointed out that the Public 

Safety Personnel Retirement System (PSPRS) and Arizona State Retirement System (ASRS) 
contribution rates increased for FY 2019/20. (See Page 10 of Attachment 3) 

 
 Mr. Brady explained that the retirement contribution percentage rates represent the City’s 

contribution amount based on the employee’s salary.   
 
 Mr. Ritschel pointed out the cost difference in the PSPRS unfunded liability 25-year plan (City is 

currently using) and the 20-year plan. (See Page 11 of Attachment 3) 
 
 Discussion ensued relative to the makeup of the PSPRS unfunded liability contribution amounts, 

a lawsuit involving the PSPRS contributions, and rate increases. 
 
 Mr. Brady clarified that new positions hired under the Public Safety Sales Tax will include the 

PSPRS contributions as well as the salaries and benefits.  He added that these positions will be 
listed separately from the non-restricted funding positions. 
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 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Whittaker, Mr. Brady remarked that the 
transition from sworn officer positions to civilian positions is tracked and identified during the 
Public Safety Departments’ budget presentations.  

 
 In response to a question from Mayor Giles, Ms. Cannistraro responded that as the City hires new 

employees, they will be in the tier 3 plan which is different from the employees in tier 1 and tier 2.  
She explained that the unfunded liability portion is spread over the entire base of salary, so the 
larger the base the smaller the percentage at the same dollar amount.   

  
 Further discussion ensued related to PSPRS rates, unfunded liability payments, the percentage 

of funding, and PSPRS versus ASRS. 
  
 Mr. Ritschel reviewed the transfer to other funds forecast that includes the Gilbert Light Rail 

extension for FY 2019/20 increase of $2.9 million. He noted that a trend in increased personal 
services is driving departments to compensate by decreasing other services and commodities in 
order to fund personal services. (See Page 12 and 13 of Attachment 3) 

 
 Mr. Brady emphasized his concern on the personal services trend and pointed out from FY 

2017/18 to FY 2018/19 there was an increase of 6% and that these expenses are growing at a 
rate faster than the revenue sources.  He noted that the trend is not sustainable and will draw 
down reserve funding.  

 
 In response to a question posed by Mayor Giles, Mr. Brady reported that personal services relate 

to salaries, pensions, overtime, and medical benefits.  
 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Whittaker, Mr. Brady stated that the change 

increases in the Other Services or Commodities that have a high change from each FY are a one-
time cost and manageable.    

  
 Additional discussion ensued relating to Personal Services and how the 6% increase occurred 

and PSPRS increased contributions. 
 
 Mr. Ritschel summarized the financial sustainability and General Governmental fund balance from 

FY 2014/15 through forecasted FY 2022/23. He pointed out that in FY 2018/19 net sources and 
uses become negative due to the increasing personal services which affect the Reserve Balance. 
(See Pages 14 through 16 of Attachment 3) 

 
 Mr. Brady pointed out that the forecast indicates the reserve balance is staying within the City’s 

policy of a 10% Fund Balance.  He explained that actuals are the actual numbers and that a 
forecast is a projection.  He added that staff is conservative in the forecast estimate and that it 
assists in identifying trends.    

 
 Mr. Ritschel highlighted Enterprise operations and said that each utility is operated as a separate 

business center.  He stated that the sources forecasting includes collaboration with departments, 
statistical software, economic indicators, an economic correction estimate, and the Fall 
implementation of rate adjustments (no rate adjustments from July 2019 through January 2020). 
He added that since there is no rate adjustment during the timeframe indicated, any rate 
adjustments approved by the Council in the Fall will be implemented February 1, 2020.  He noted 
that customers are relieved during the high usage months where new rate adjustments used to 
take place. (See Pages 18 and 19 of Attachment 3) 
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 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Luna, Mr. Ritschel explained that staff 
prepares a six-month utility forecast from the current FY and forecasts out the remaining FY, 
based on the upcoming FY’s rate adjustment to that forecast. He said that by moving the utility 
rate adjustment to the Fall, staff is able to see an entire FY actual and then forecast for the next 
FY.   

 
 Discussion ensued relative to the new utility policy and moving to the Fall implementation 

timeframe, Council approving utility rates, and utility budget rate determination.   
  
 Mr. Ritschel displayed Enterprise sources, uses forecasting, uses, and combined uses and net 

sources.  He stated that uses include the utility rate increase delay from July 2019 through 
January 2020 in FY 2019/20.  He added that the total net sources and uses decrease the reserve 
balance by 5%-6% each year due to construction costs of the Signal Butte Water Treatment Plant, 
debt service, and increase in water commodity.  He pointed out that the largest commodity cost 
purchase is water and wastewater treatment plant chemicals. (See Pages 20 through 23 of 
Attachment 3)  

 
 In response to a question from Mayor Giles, Mr. Brady confirmed that the large expense for water 

and wastewater is the cost of the chemicals to treat the water. 
 
 Additional discussion ensued relative to the cost of treating the water, quality of water, and 

forecasting of water commodity to the year 2040.   
 
 In response to questions from Councilmember Duff, Mr. Ritschel replied that staff includes the 

consumption of commercial and population increases into the forecasts.  He confirmed that for a 
forecasted downturn in the economy, both the sales tax and water consumption are affected.   

 
 Mr. Ritschel reviewed the next steps with the proposed FY 2019/20 budget review at the April 1, 

2019 Study Session and final adoption of the FY 2019/20 Budget on June 3, 2019. (See Page 24 
of Attachment 3) 

  
 In response to a question posed by Councilmember Thompson, Mr. Brady confirmed that staff is 

working with the Police Department regarding the additional 65 public safety employees and 
collecting data to determine a model of deployment, similar to what the Fire and Medical 
Department uses.   

 
 In response to a question from Councilmember Whittaker relating to the utility rate delay, Mr. 

Brady responded that the budget adjustments can be made if the Council changes the utility rate.  
He pointed out that the overall budget is a projection just like sales tax collection.  He added that 
over time with more history of the utility rate actuals, staff will be able to provide more accurate 
information.  He emphasized that Fall is a better time to discuss utility rates and stated that other 
cities use this type of scenario.   

 
 Discussion ensued relative to the budget impact from the utility rate standpoint, adjustments to 

the budget throughout the year, and determination of rate increases. 
 
 Mayor Giles thanked staff for the presentation. 
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2. Acknowledge receipt of minutes of various boards and committees. 
 

3-a. Historic Preservation Board meeting held on February 5, 2019. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Luna, seconded by Councilmember Luna, that receipt of the above-
listed minutes be acknowledged.     

  
 Upon tabulation of votes, it showed: 
 
 AYES – Giles-Freeman-Duff-Heredia-Luna-Thompson-Whittaker 
 NAYS – None   

            Carried unanimously. 
 
3-a. Parks and Recreation Advisory Board meeting held on January 9, 2019. 
 
It was moved by Vice Mayor Luna, seconded by Councilmember Luna, that receipt of the above-
listed minutes be acknowledged.     

  
 Upon tabulation of votes, it showed: 
 
 AYES – Giles-Freeman-Duff-Heredia-Luna-Thompson-Whittaker 
 NAYS – None   

            Carried unanimously. 
    

3. Hear reports on meetings and/or conferences attended.  
 

There were no reports on meetings and/or conferences attended. 
     
4. Scheduling of meetings and general information. 
 

City Manager Christopher Brady stated that the schedule of meetings is as follows: 
 
Thursday, March 28, 2019, 7:30 a.m. – Study Session 

 
5. Convene an Executive Session.  
 

It was moved by Councilmember Thompson, seconded by Councilmember Luna, that the Study 
Session adjourn at 10:22 a.m. and the Council enter into an Executive Session. 
 

 Upon tabulation of votes, it showed: 
 
 AYES – Giles-Freeman-Duff-Heredia-Luna-Thompson-Whittaker 
 NAYS – None  

             Carried unanimously. 
   
5-a. Discussion or consultation for legal advice with the City Attorney. (A.R.S. §38-

431.03(A)(3)) Discussion or consultation with the City Attorney in order to consider the 
City’s position and instruct the City Attorney regarding the City’s position regarding 
contracts that are the subject of negotiations. (A.R.S. §38-431.03(A)(4)) 
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1. Negotiations on a development agreement relating to the development of 
approximately 187 acres of property located at the northwest corner of Sossaman and 
Elliot Roads. 

2. Negotiations on a development agreement relating to the development of 
approximately 15 acres of property located at the northwest corner of Alma School 
Road and Southern Avenue. 

6. Adjournment. 

Without objection, the Study Session adjourned at 11 :32 a.m. 

~GL JOGILE$,MAYOR 

I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the minutes of the Study Session 
of the City Council of Mesa, Arizona, held on the 21 st day of March, 2019. I further certify that the meeting 
was duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 

DEE ANN MICKELSEN, CITY CLERK 
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