
  
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK             
 
 

COUNCIL MINUTES 
 
September 12, 2011 
 
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 September 12, 2011 at 3:30 p.m. 
 
COUNCIL PRESENT COUNCIL ABSENT OFFICERS PRESENT 
   
Scott Smith None Christopher Brady 
Alex Finter  Debbie Spinner 
Christopher Glover  Linda Crocker 
Dina Higgins   
Dennis Kavanaugh   
Dave Richins   
Scott Somers   
   
 
 (Items on the agenda were discussed out of order, but for purposes of clarity will remain as 

listed on the agenda.) 
 
 (Mayor Smith excused Councilmember Glover from the beginning of the meeting; he arrived at 

4:40 p.m.) 
 
1. Review items on the agenda for the September 12, 2011 Regular Council meeting. 

 
All of the items on the agenda were reviewed among Council and staff and the following was 
noted: 
 
Conflicts of interest: None   
 
Items removed from the consent agenda: None    
 
Items deleted from the agenda: None 
 
Assistant to the City Manager Scott Butler displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See 
Attachment 1) and discussed item 5-f (Ordering the sale of not to exceed $77,835,000 principal 
amount of City of Mesa Highway Project Advancement Notes, Series 2011 to fund the 
construction of the Gateway Freeway, State Route 24, Phase 1) on the Regular Council 
Meeting Agenda.   
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2-a. Hear a presentation and discuss the 2012 Employee Benefits Program. 
 
 Human Resources Director Gary Manning introduced Employee Benefits Administrator Margie 

Ward and Budget Director Candace Cannistraro, who were prepared to address the Council. 
 
 Mr. Manning displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 2) and provided a short 

synopsis of the proposed 2012 Employee Benefits Program. He reported that in September 
2010, staff made a presentation to the Council relative to the City’s fiscal challenges in meeting 
the rising expenditures of medical costs. Mr. Manning said that staff subsequently developed a 
series of goals to better manage such costs, including increased medical premiums.  

 
Mr. Manning discussed the various insurance plans offered by the City of Mesa (See Page 2 of 
Attachment 2) and said that the plans are funded with contributions from the City, employee 
premiums and an Arizona State Retirement System (ASRS) subsidy. He highlighted the goals 
staff identified to address the City’s above-mentioned fiscal challenges. (See Page 3 of 
Attachment 2)   
 
Mr. Manning remarked that last September, staff forecast that in 2012, healthcare costs would 
increase by 10.8%. He noted, however, that based on the City’s cost saving strategies, claims 
experience and national trends, staff is now forecasting an 8.5% increase in medical costs. Mr. 
Manning also reported that combined with the premium increases and cost savings, staff 
achieved the goal of establishing a consistent City contribution one year earlier than anticipated. 
He added that as a result, half of the City employees will see either no premium increases or 
increases as forecasted, and the other half will see slightly higher monthly increases than 
scheduled ($4 to $9). 
 
Mr. Manning further highlighted examples of cost savings strategies that the Employee Benefits 
Office has implemented. (See Page 6 of Attachment 2) He commented that the City opened up 
a competitive bid process for the Pharmacy Benefits Manager, which is currently Medco, and 
said that the City selected a different carrier that would result in $2.7 million in ongoing savings.      
 
Mr. Manning displayed a graph (See Page 7 of Attachment 2) illustrating the forecasted costs 
and contributions by employees, the City and the Retirement System. He also reviewed 
documents demonstrating the proposed 2012 monthly medical premiums for active employees 
and retirees. (See Pages 8 and 9 respectively of Attachment 2) Mr. Manning, in addition, 
discussed the coverage highlights (See Page 10 of Attachment 2), including the implementation 
of a new 24/7 Nurse Hotline.   
 
Ms. Cannistraro reported that for FY 2011/12, the City budgeted $54.8 million to the Employee 
Benefits Trust Fund, of which active employees and retirees’ medical contributions account for 
$46.5 million. She stated that the revised City contribution is $39.6 million, which will result in 
total budget savings of $6.9 million for the fiscal year. Ms. Cannistraro advised that the General 
Plan’s portion of the savings equates to 71% or $4.9 million. She added that the savings would 
begin on January 1, 2012 when the new health plans go into effect. 
 
Ms. Cannistraro also indicated that the savings are related to the Personal Services portion of 
the City’s budget. She noted that in a month, staff intends to make a presentation to the Council 
to discuss various options with respect to reallocating those monies to another portion of the 
Personal Services budget midyear instead of waiting until FY 2012/13. 
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Responding to a question from Councilwoman Higgins, Mr. Manning clarified that staff would be 
happy to research medical premium options for an employee/spouse or employee/single child, 
which are currently included under the family rates.      
 
Councilmember Finter acknowledged staff for their efforts to implement various cost savings 
strategies, and in particular, the 24/7 Nurse Hotline that would not only benefit employees, but 
the City as a whole. 
 
Mr. Manning concluded his presentation by reviewing a timeline relative to Open Enrollment for 
2012. (See Page 13 of Attachment 2)  He explained that this year, staff proposes a more 
passive enrollment, in which only those employees who wish to make changes to their current 
health plan options would be required to participate in the enrollment process.     
 
City Manager Christopher Brady clarified that Open Enrollment would occur between October 
24th and November 4th, with an effective date of January 1, 2012. 
 
Mayor Smith stated that he looked forward to staff’s upcoming presentation regarding the 
reallocation of savings. 
 
Mr. Brady indicated that not only has Mr. Manning and his staff been able to negotiate more 
cost-effective contracts, which has resulted in the savings, but City employees are also paying 
higher premiums and more effectively managing the utilization of their medical services.  
 
Mayor Smith thanked staff for the presentation.  

 
2-b. Hear a presentation, discuss and provide direction on the redistricting map approved by the 

Redistricting Commission. 
 
 Mayor Smith clarified that the Council would not take action on this matter today, but merely 

receive the report from the Council Redistricting Commission with respect to the final 
redistricting map they approved. He stated that per the Mesa City Charter, the Council can 
either approve or reject the redistricting map, which will most likely take place at the October 3, 
2011 Regular Council meeting. Mayor Smith added that the Council will receive public comment 
prior to taking action on the matter.    

  
Scott Higginson, Chairman of the Council Redistricting Commission, addressed the Council and 
introduced Commission Members Deanna Villanueva-Saucedo, Terry Hines and Brian Allen, 
who were present in the audience. He also recognized Commission Member Nancy Aposhian, 
who was unable to attend the meeting.   

 
 Mr. Higginson thanked City staff and the consultants from National Demographics Corporation 

(NDC) who assisted the Commission Members throughout this long process. He noted that the 
final map was the result of numerous hours of discussion by the Commission, soliciting public 
input, and making extensive revisions and modifications. Mr. Higginson remarked that at the 
end of this process, the Commission was left with two maps and said that the final map received 
a majority of votes, but not unanimous approval. 

 
Mr. Higginson discussed the significant controlling requirements which dominated the 
Commission’s decision. They included the following: 1.) According to Arizona law and based on 
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the 2010 Census, the Commission was required to use existing Census blocks as their defining 
geographical boundaries or units; 2.) The goal of the redistricting process was for the City of 
Mesa to have as close to 73,174 citizens in each of its six Council districts; 3.) That per the 
Mesa City Charter, the redrawing of district boundaries cannot remove the residence of an 
incumbent Councilmember from the district he/she was elected to represent during his/her term 
in office; 4.) Under the Federal Voting Rights Act, it was necessary for the Commission to 
maintain the Hispanic Voting Age Population (HVAP) at 54.4% or above and the Hispanic 
Citizen Voting Age Population (HCVAP) at 25.4% or above in District 4; and 5.) Any level of 
reduction would be considered retrogression by the U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ), which 
will review and approve the final map. 
 
Mr. Higginson reported that in an effort to comply with DOJ requirements, it was first necessary 
for the Commission to expand the boundaries of District 4 in order to increase its population by 
15,000 residents and maintain as high a ratio of Hispanic population as possible. He advised 
that the Commission selected Census blocks surrounding District 4’s current boundaries 
(Districts 1, 2 and 3) that had the highest Hispanic populations and moved them into District 4. 
Mr. Higginson noted that District 4 “defined itself” and said that there was “little wiggle room” 
with respect to its boundaries. He added that in the four maps presented to the Council at the 
July 7, 2011 Study Session and used during the public hearings, District 4 was nearly the same 
configuration in each map. 
 
Mr. Higginson explained that the next step in the process was for the Commission to determine 
the boundaries of Districts 1, 2 and 3, which surround District 4. He remarked that much of the 
growth in District 4 came from District 3, resulting in District 3 only being able to grow east or 
north. He stated that since the districts that are over populated lie in the eastern half of Mesa, 
the Commission then addressed District 3 and began to adjust all of the boundaries of the 
districts eastward. He added that once the Commission Members completed redrawing the 
boundaries of Districts 4, 1, 2 and 3 respectively, they ensured that an equal balance of 
population remained between Districts 5 and 6.   
 
Mr. Higginson further remarked that with respect to District 3, the Commission presented four 
maps to the Council and the public illustrating how the district could expand. He indicated that 
the Commission Members ultimately narrowed their choice to two alternatives: Plan A, which 
maintained District 3’s eastern boundary with District 4 to illustrate how far north District 3 would 
need to grow in order to meet the other redistricting requirements; and Plan B, which maintained 
District 3’s northern boundary with District 1 to demonstrate how far east District 3 would need 
to grow in order to meet the other redistricting requirements. Mr. Higginson also noted that each 
plan was purposefully drawn to illustrate the extremes in each direction in order to solicit 
feedback from the public. He said that citizens and Commission Members were opposed to 
each alternative and added that at the Commission’s final two meetings, the extremes were 
reviewed and a compromise map, Plan B Modified, was presented. (See Attachment 5)   
 
Discussion ensued relative to the fact that one of the Commission Members wanted to develop 
a map that lessened the expansion of District 4 into District 3 and precluded the need to expand 
District 3 to the east and as severely to the north; that the Commission was unable to draw a 
map that met such criteria and the legal requirements; that the consultant worked with the 
Commission Member to develop such a map, Plan 9 Modified (See Attachment 6); that Plan 9 
Modified was presented at the Commission’s final meeting, and although it appeared to meet 
the requirements and goals of following major streets and landmarks, population requirements, 
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and kept all of the Councilmembers in their respective districts, it failed to comply with the 
Federal Voting Rights Act, as the HVAP and HCVAP numbers were less than currently existed 
in District 4; that in response to a line of questions by the Commission Members, it was the 
opinion of the consultant that Plan 9 Modified would “clearly generate DOJ’s engagement and 
denial of the map,” which could result in additional hearings and cost incurred by the City; and 
that in light of such information, the Commission did not take action on Plan 9 Modified. 
 
Mr. Higginson reported that the Commission spent an additional period of time creating Plan 9 
Modified 2 (See Attachment 7), which maintains the eastern boundary of District 3 with District 
4, adds population to District 3 from District 1, and keeps the existing residence of the District 1 
Councilmember within his district. He explained that the Commission ultimately considered only 
Plan 9 Modified and Plan B Modified and noted that Plan 9 Modified 2 was eventually 
dismissed. Mr. Higginson added that following a thorough discussion by the Commission, Plan 
B Modified was approved by majority vote and is recommended to the Council at this time. 
 
Mr. Higginson remarked that Plan B Modified is a compromise, as it allows District 3 to expand 
somewhat to the north and the east; is not extreme; and meets all the requirements of Federal 
and State law and the Mesa City Charter. He stated that in addition, it addresses various 
concerns raised by the Council and the public (i.e., the southwest corner of District 4 remains 
within the district; the Superstition Springs area remains in District 6; and the area between two 
County islands remains within one district as opposed to being split). 
 
Mr. Higginson read into the record a statement written by Commission Member Aposhian. (See 
Attachment 8)  
 
Mr. Higginson thanked the Council for the opportunity to work on this important matter and said 
he was available to respond to any questions they might have.  
 
Mayor Smith suggested that since Commission Member Aposhian’s comments were read into 
the record, that it might be appropriate for the other Commission Members to address the 
Council if they so chose. 
 
Ms. Villanueva-Saucedo commented that there was “spirited discussion” among the 
Commission Members during the course of the redistricting process. She stated that the plan 
forwarded to the Council did not receive a unanimous vote and said that although some 
individuals believe it is a good compromise and not extreme, there are many residents who 
would disagree.   
 
Responding to a question from Mayor Smith, Ms. Villanueva-Saucedo commented that Plan 9 
Modified, which did not meet the Hispanic voting age requirement/population requirement, was 
probably a good compromise because it did not go too far to the north in terms of District 1 and 
nor did it extend too far to the east. She added that as a Hispanic resident of District 4, she 
would be willing to express her opinions to the DOJ, but noted that it comes down to a 
philosophical disagreement with respect to future growth patterns, which is something that is not 
easily compromised on. 
 
Ms. Hines expressed concern with regard to Plan B Modified and stated that although she 
understands that there can be a number of communities of interest within one district, they do 
not all have to be the same. She noted that in west Mesa, there are communities of interest to 
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the north and south that are more similar and said she preferred to keep those areas together. 
Ms. Hines further commented that “it seemed like such a cheat” to include the 
Baseline/Superstition corridor, which has 170 residents, in District 3 in order to achieve equal 
population in the district.  
 
Mr. Allen remarked that if the Commission Members could have drawn the boundaries in a more 
geographically compact manner, they would have. He noted, however, that when they were left 
with Plan B Modified and Plan 9 Modified 2, in his opinion, Plan 9 Modified 2 caused more 
disturbances to the communities of interest in northwest Mesa than Plan B Modified. Mr. Allen 
stated that Plan B Modified serves the interests of the community, avoids potential problems 
and litigation with DOJ, and complies with Federal and State law, as well as the Mesa City 
Charter. 
 
Vice Mayor Somers commended the Commission Members for their dedication in developing 
two viable solutions, although there are components in each map that are troublesome. He 
stated that in Plan B Modified, District 6 is still missing a small portion of the Superstition 
Springs Mall area north of Southern Avenue.  
 
Mr. Higginson responded that it was his recollection that the area referenced by Vice Mayor 
Somers was a small apartment complex. He said that the Commission Members felt more 
strongly about keeping Southern Avenue as a significant boundary between the two districts 
than maneuvering around an apartment complex.  
 
Vice Mayor Somers clarified that the area does not include an apartment complex, but rather 
two residential neighborhoods between 72nd Street and Sossaman south of Euclid.  
 
Vice Mayor Somers also expressed concern that some of the proposed maps, as compared to 
the original redistricting map, “confuse the County island area somewhat” if the City annexes 
some of those properties in the future. He cited, for instance, that in Plan B Modified, particularly 
near Crismon Road, District 6 is to the north and District 5 to the south and said that it was not 
“really intuitive” into which district the County island would be annexed.   
 
Mr. Higginson clarified that the population in the County islands was not included as part of the 
redistricting process and stated that which district such property would be annexed into is the 
decision of the Council. 
 
Mayor Smith reiterated that the Commission Members have presented their final redistricting 
map and said that the Council can either accept or reject the map. He stated that if the map is 
rejected by the Council, he would assume they could include suggestions, but noted that per the 
City Charter, the final decision would be made by the Redistricting Commission. 
 
City Attorney Debbie Spinner confirmed Mayor Smith’s explanation and noted that at the 
October 3, 2011 Regular Council meeting, the Council would be asked to make that decision.  
 
Vice Mayor Somers clarified that the issue with respect to the County islands must be 
addressed by the Council and said he was not suggesting that it be sent back to the 
Redistricting Commission.   
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Deputy City Attorney Alfred Smith stated that in 2021 when the next redistricting takes place, 
Mesa will be able to adjust the district maps accordingly to address population increases if 
certain County islands are annexed into the City. 
 
Councilmember Kavanaugh commended the Commission Members, consultants and staff for 
their diligence during this arduous process. He stated that with respect to Plan B Modified, 
residents in his district are concerned with the proposed extension of District 3 south along the 
freeway corridor to Lindsay Road. Councilmember Kavanaugh remarked that the area between 
Country Club Drive and Gilbert Road currently has few residents and said there are no plans for 
residential development in the future. He expressed concern that although the proposed District 
3 is physically contiguous, it is “fictionally” contiguous in terms of people and communities of 
interest.  
 
Mr. Higginson clarified that at the public hearing in District 3, many of the residents who 
opposed Plan B Modified did not live in the area that was being added to the district. He noted, 
however, that at the District 1 public hearing, the majority of the citizens who attended the 
meeting and opposed the plan that would have moved them into District 3 lived in the area. 
 
Responding to a question from Mayor Smith, Mr. Higginson explained that no residents between 
Gilbert Road and Lindsay Road attended a public hearing to oppose the proposed District 3 
boundaries in Plan B Modified.  
 
Councilmember Richins thanked the Commission Members for their efforts and stated that Plan 
B Modified was a good compromise, particularly in looking at how the communities of interest 
have interacted in Mesa over the years.  
 
Councilwoman Higgins commented that she thought the Commission Members would have 
forwarded a unanimous recommendation to the Council and inquired if they could work a little 
more in order to achieve that goal.  
 
Mr. Higginson assured the Council that if Plan 9 Modified had met the Hispanic population 
percentages, it would have passed. 
 
Mayor Smith commended the Commission Members for working within certain limitations and 
requirements. He noted that when District 4 is self-defining, the Commission was left with 
determining how to “rotate” Districts 1 and 3.  
 

2-c. Hear a presentation, discuss and provide direction on the Chicago Cubs’ Spring Training and 
Riverview Park Projects: 

 
1. Overview of Agreement for the Spring Training Project 

 
Economic Development Project Manager Scot Rigby displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See 
Attachment 3) and reported that the City of Mesa and the Chicago Cubs are in the process of 
negotiating three documents that would govern the development of the Cubs’ Spring Training 
and Riverview Park projects.  
 
Mr. Rigby explained that the Development Agreement (DA), which is the master agreement, 
delineates all aspects of the complex from design and construction to operation and funding; the 
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Facilities Use Agreement (FUA) is the document by which Mesa would lease the Spring 
Training Facilities to the Cubs; and the Option Agreement (OA) stipulates the terms and 
conditions that govern the retail/hospitality portion of the project (i.e., Wrigleyville West).   
 
Mr. Rigby referred to a schematic drawing of the 96-acre project site (See Page 4 of Attachment 
3) and said that it does not include Riverview Park or the City’s existing softball complex. 
 
Mr. Rigby briefly discussed the DA (See Pages 5 through 9 of Attachment 3), which covers four 
segments of the Spring Training development including the Stadium, Team Facilities, City 
Fields, and Public Parking – Game Day and Stadium Events; City Obligations; Cubs’ 
Obligations; and Signage. He stated that a Project Committee, consisting of staff from the City 
and the Cubs organization, will develop a site plan, project schedule and project budget. 
 
Mayor Smith stated that he wanted to make it perfectly clear that the City of Mesa was not 
building a facility that the Cubs would own and stressed that all of the property was City-owned. 
He clarified that as part of the FUA, the Cubs would lease certain property (i.e., the Clubhouse) 
from the City and have the exclusive right to use such property for a period of time. Mayor Smith 
also noted that other areas, such as the four Major League-sized practice fields, would be used 
by the Cubs during Spring Training and by the City at other times of the year.   
 
Mayor Smith further commented that the amount of money the City will pay for various 
improvements, as outlined on Page 8, is capped at $84 million. He added that any stadium-
related costs in excess of that amount would be incurred by the Cubs.   
 
Mr. Rigby, in addition, offered a short synopsis of the FUA and the OA (See Page 10 of 
Attachment 3), and reiterated that both documents, in addition to the DA, are still being 
negotiated by the parties.   
 
Mr. Rigby further remarked that at the September 26, 2011 Regular Council meeting, the 
Council would consider and take action on all three agreements, as well as the Construction 
Manager at Risk (CMAR) Agreement. He said that staff would also initiate a zoning application 
to remove development requirements and stipulations associated with the Waveyard 
Development Agreement. 
 
Responding to a series of questions from Councilwoman Higgins, City Manager Christopher 
Brady clarified that the OA sets out the terms under which the Cubs can purchase property from 
the City for the development of retail and commercial projects; that the document gives the 
Cubs the first option to create the private development and to perform; and that if the Cubs do 
not perform within a certain period of time, the City can sell the property to other developers.  
 
2. Proposed Riverview Park Improvements 

 
Mr. Brady remarked that in conjunction with the City making a significant investment relative to 
the Cubs’ Stadium, Spring Training facilities and infrastructure, staff has begun to develop 
certain concepts that would create a cohesive development between the Cubs project site and 
Riverview Park. He said that staff will present these concepts to community leaders in an effort 
to solicit their input.   
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Mayor Smith clarified that staff’s presentation thus far has focused on the Spring Training and 
private facilities, but has not included the existing Riverview Park, which is not covered by the 
DA. He stressed the fact that the park is City-owned property and would remain so. 
 
Parks, Recreation and Commercial Facilities (PRCF) Department Director Marc Heirshberg and 
City Engineer Beth Huning displayed a PowerPoint presentation (See Attachment 4) illustrating 
various Riverview Park design concepts that could be integrated with the Cubs’ Stadium and 
surrounding facilities.  
 
Mr. Heirshberg highlighted a schematic drawing illustrating the various “Program Areas” on the 
combined sites. (See Page 3 of Attachment 4) He said that he would focus on Sections A, D, E 
and F, but also comment on the connectivity between the entire site.  
 
Mr. Heirshberg displayed a concept drawing of the overall project (See Page 4 of Attachment 4) 
and provided an extensive overview of the individual elements contained within the drawing. He 
discussed the City Fields (See Page 5 of Attachment 4), which will be joint use between the City 
and the Cubs, and the Soccer Fields and Public Parking. (See Page 6 of Attachment 4) He said 
that the Multi-Use corridor would be used as an entry to bring people into the area and also be 
the site for commercial activity. Mr. Heirshberg also highlighted the proposed Baseball 
Quad/Event Parking – Future Development and Riverview Park. (See Pages 7 and 8 of 
Attachment 4) He noted that the park would include amenities such as fishing, children’s play 
areas, picnic ramadas, opportunities for “high-adventure” play, and greater connectivity with 
more paths and walkways.  
 
Mr. Brady advised that with respect to the development of Riverview Park, the most significant 
change would be moving the lake further west in order to create a strong connection between 
the Stadium/ Spring Training facilities and the park.  
 
Responding to a question from Mayor Smith, Mr. Heirshberg clarified that the City would like to 
see Riverview Park as “a showcase property.” He explained that the park will be the entryway to 
Mesa and “a point of pride for years to come.” Mr. Heirshberg added that there were certain 
improvements within the park that must be addressed (i.e., parking, traffic flow, replacement of 
the lining for the lake) regardless of what occurs with the Cubs’ project.  
 
In response to a question from Vice Mayor Somers, Mr. Brady clarified that most of the $15 
million that Mesa has agreed to pay for infrastructure of the entire complex would be utilized to 
pay for the park improvements. He indicated that Riverview Park was in need of “a facelift” and 
said that staff was developing a master plan for the site without the “prohibition” of cost 
containment. Mr. Brady explained that at a later date, staff will begin to program what 
improvements will “fit” within the current budget. He added that the park may be developed over 
a period of time, with the initial phases including grading, moving the lake and installing 
walkways.  
 
Discussion ensued relative to additions to the plan (housing for players, ASU adding a ball field, 
commercial development) that could potentially impact parking; that the Cubs agreed that the 
OA for commercial development will be limited to three acres west of Riverview Drive and three 
acres east of Riverview Drive; that if there was an opportunity for commercial development 
beyond those six acres, the City and the Cubs would address the potential impact on parking; 
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and that when the City installs water, wastewater and sewer infrastructure, it will be sized for 
future build-out of the commercial development.  
 
Mr. Heirshberg continued with the presentation and displayed various drawings illustrating 
potential iconic feature concepts at Riverview Park (See Pages 9 through 16 of Attachment 4); 
Soccer and Public Parking concepts (See Pages 17 and 18 of Attachment 4); and Mesa’s 
“Magnificent Mile.” (See Pages 19 through 22 of Attachment 4) 
 
Mr. Brady clarified that the “Magnificent Mile” would connect Riverview Park and the Stadium 
and be “a very active, dense urban commercial development” similar to Kierland’s in Scottsdale. 
He stated that to date, the parties have discussed commercial retail uses, but noted that mixed-
use projects with a residential component could also be an option.  
 
Further discussion ensued relative to the fact that the four softball fields in Riverview Park would 
remain in the proposed concept drawings; that if the City sold the land, it would have the funds 
to relocate the softball fields; the possibility of using the i-Mesa process to identify what 
amenities the public would prefer to see in that area instead of softball fields; that the Cubs are 
in negotiations with ASU relative to the potential development of a baseball field on the site; and 
that the three agreements between the City and the Cubs that will be presented to the Council 
for approval do not include any references to the potential addition of an ASU baseball field on 
the site, but could be amended if such an agreement between the Cubs and ASU was reached.      
 
Mayor Smith thanked everyone for the presentation.  

  
3. Acknowledge receipt of minutes of various boards and committees. 
 
 3-a. Economic Development Advisory Board meeting held on June 7, 2011. 
 
 It was moved by Vice Mayor Somers, seconded by Councilwoman Higgins, that receipt of the 

above-listed minutes be acknowledged. 
            Carried unanimously.  
 
4. Hear reports on meetings and/or conferences attended. 
 
 There were no reports on meetings and/or conferences attended.  
  
5. Scheduling of meetings and general information. 
 

City Manager Christopher Brady stated that the meeting schedule is as follows: 
 
Wednesday, September 14, 2011, 7:30 a.m. – Public Safety Committee  
 
Thursday, September 15, 2011, 7:30 a.m. – Study Session 
 
Thursday, September 15, 2011, 9:00 a.m. – Community & Cultural Development Committee 
 
Thursday, September 15, 2011, 6:30 p.m. – District 2 “Building Strong Neighborhoods” Meeting 
  
Thursday, September 22, 2011, 7:30 a.m. – Study Session 
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Monday, September 26, 2011, TBA – Study Session 
 
Monday, September 26, 2011, 5:45 p.m. – Regular Council Meeting 
 
Thursday, September 29, 2011, 7:30 a.m. – Study Session 
 
Monday, October 3, 2011, TBA – Study Session 
 
Monday, October 3, 2011, 5:45 p.m. – Regular Council Meeting 

 
6. Prescheduled Public Opinion Appearances.   
 
 6-a. Hear from Michael Stevens regarding the redistricting process. 
 
 Mr. Stevens did not appear before the Council. 
 
7. Convene an Executive Session. 
 

Due to time constraints, the Executive Session was cancelled. 
           
a. Discussion or consultation for legal advice with the City Attorney. (A.R.S. §38-431.03A 

(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, in pending or contemplated litigation or in settlement 
discussions conducted in order to avoid or resolve litigation. (A.R.S. §38-431.03A (4)) 
Discussion or consultation with designated representatives of the City in order to 
consider the City’s position and instruct the City’s representatives regarding negotiations 
for the purchase, sale, or lease of real property. (A.R.S. §38-431.03A (7)) 

 
 1. Chicago Cubs’ Spring Training 
  

8. Adjournment. 
 

Without objection, the Study Session adjourned at 5:41 p.m.   
 
 

________________________________ 
                  SCOTT SMITH, MAYOR 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
LINDA CROCKER, CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
 
 



Study Session 
September 12, 2011 
Page 12 
 
 
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 12th day of September, 2011.  I further certify 
that the meeting was duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 

 
 
 
         
    ___________________________________ 
          LINDA CROCKER, CITY CLERK 
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I supported the map that we presented to the city council for many reasons. This map took into 
account the public comments from those residents that live in District 4. The citizens response 
was to keep the Mesa high area as intact as possible. Since District 4 cannot move East I believe 
that this map allows for this community of interest to stay together. If we were to choose the 

other map it would totally disregard public input from those residents from District 4 who 
participated and those residents who submitted maps that met the requirements. Most of the 
maps that were submitted by residents that were in or near compliance with the requirements we 
had to consider mirrored the approach to take District 3 to include the US Baseline corridor. I 
was really impressed with the thought and detail of the letter Mr. Augie Gastuem submitted with 
his map that explained how and why he drew the map. It took into consideration that each 
council district have something unique to their district. This map allows each district to maintain 
the core of their shape and have an unique feature that highlights the Council District. 
For District 1 that is Riverview, District 2 Supersition Springs Mall District 3 Fiesta Mall, the 
fiesta district and Mesa Community College District 4 has the downtown district and Mesa Arts 
Center. District 5 has Falcon Field and the Red Mountain campus ofMCC and District 6 has the 
Phoenix Mesa Gateway airport ASU polytechnic campus. That is why my vote was cast as a 
supportive yes of this map without confusion. 

Respectfully, 

Nancy Aposhian 
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