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1. Applicant: 2. Activity Name:

3.

4. Internal Staffing
4.1 Position:
4.2 Position:
4.3 Position:

5.

5.1 For:
5.2 For:
5.3 For:
5.4 For:

6. Travel
7. Office Supplies and Equipment
8. Advertising/Publications (application related)
9.

10. Other Administrative Operating Expenses (specify)
10. Item 1:
10. Item 2:
10. Item 3:
10. Other (Fair Housing, Section 504, etc.)  (page ) $0

$50
$0
$0

Required CDBG Signage $50

$500 $500
Indirect Costs (% documented by copy of approved Indirect 
Cost Allocation Plan)

$0

$0
$0

TAAP.  Total costs for COG Technical Assistance and 
Application Preparation (as per local government/COG 
agreement)

$225 $225

HoursRate of Pay

$0
$0

a. CDBG Funds

b. Non-CDBG
Funds

(Leverage) c. TOTALITEM

$0

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
Budget Summary - Administration

FORM 3

$0
$0

Professional Services (contractual - i.e. COG, grant writer, 
consultant, estimator, etc.)

$0
$0

City of Maricopa Heritage District Floodplain Analysis
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11. Environmental Review Record (ERR)
12.

Previously procured (attached as page )
Procure In-House

13. Contracted Construction Work
14. Fixed Asset Equipment (documentation must be attached as

page regarding usage rate, number of hours to be
used, type of equipment, etc.)

15.

16. Rehabilitation Services (if this exceeds 20% of the total activity
costs, explanation attached as page )

Procure In-House
17. Construction Materials (non-contracted or in-house)
18. Employees (documentation must be attached as page

regarding employees' names, titles, project duties, wages,
number of hours)

19. Offender Labor (agreement attached as page )
20. Volunteer Labor
21. Equipment - Rent vs. Purchase (documentation must be

attached as page regarding usage rate, number of
hours to be used, type of equipment, etc.)

22. Other Project Specific Expenses (attached as page )
23. TOTALS
24.

$0

$0

$0

$0

$278,224 $0 $278,224
Provide a narrative explanation on the source of funds listed 
in Column b.

$10,000 $10,000

$0

$0

$0

Design/Engineering/Inspection (or other professional services 
related to project)

$0

Land Acquisition (includes easements; must comply with the 
Uniform Relocation Act )

$0

FORM 3

ITEM a. CDBG
b. Non-CDBG

(Leverage) c. TOTAL

$267,449 $267,449

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
Budget Summary - Project Related

$0

   68
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1. Applicant: 2. Activity Name:

3.

4. Project Location & Service Area (area of benefit) Map(s) attached as page(s):

Public Works Road/Street Improvements Acquisition
Public Service Community Facility Demolition
Housing Neighborhood Facility Planning
Jobs Removal of Barriers (ADA) Public Safety Facilities & Equipment

City of Maricopa Heritage District Floodplain Study

Describe the Project Location and Service Area (area of benefit) (i.e. your project may be located in your community
but only benefit a select neighborhood, street or group of people).
The Project Location and Service Area are designated as the Heritage District Redevelopment Area and is defined as follows: The redevelopment
planning area is generally located in the northwest area of the City of Maricopa, comprising a diverse 3.1 square mile area. The redevelopment
planning area’s southeastern boundary is the Old Town area, extending as far south as Desert Cedars Lane and as far east as over a half mile
beyond S.R. 347. The redevelopment planning area’s eastern boundary generally follows the commercial development along S.R. 347 moving
north towards Edison Road where the area is framed by more recent residential development to the north. Approximately a ¼ mile west of S.R.
347 along Edison Road the planning area expands to the north, here the northern boundary is contained by S.R. 238 and the land area is generally
vacant or currently used for agricultural purposes. This land composition generally remains constant as the redevelopment moves to the west
along S.R. 238. Less than a ¼ mile east of where the railroad and S.R. 238 alignments meet, the redevelopment planning area again extends to the
north picking up additional land along Nightengale Drive. From this northwestern limit of the area, the boundary generally follows the Amarillo
Valley alignment to the south; in some places including land on both the east and west sides of the corridor. Here along the western boundary of
the redevelopment area, the Ak-Chin Indian Community frames the planning area, as the alignment of Amarillo Valley south of Edison Road
gives way to eastward moving boundary. A significant amount of active farming land is included in the redevelopment area’s southern
boundary, this includes the land south of McDavid Road and west of the Green Road alignment. At this intersection and moving to the east, the
redevelopment area is here again framed by existing residential development. The redevelopment area east of Green Road is entirely north of
McDavid Road until approximately ¼ mile east of Hogenes where the boundary dips again to the south, expanding all the way to the Honeycutt
Road alignment.    

11, 12

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION/SCOPE OF WORK: Check eligible activity from the list below. Provide the narrative
scope of work for the activity at 5. and the reason for the project at 6.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
Activity Description and National Objective Compliance

FORM 4
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5.

The master planning for flood mitigation in the Heritage District requires a refined scope to the previous efforts, providing a guide by which
further grant-funded or CIP projects can be determined. No acquisition of land or easements is required for this phase of the project. The study
will provide the following elements:
1. Detailed analysis of the Heritage District to determine topographical conditions and base flood elevations
2. Identification and analysis of potential floodplain solutions for more detailed analysis and design under a future project(s)
3. Review of currently available properties that could be purchased and utilized in potential flood mitigation
4. Analysis of areas for which a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) based on method may be viable in removing property from the regulated
floodplain
a. Completion of the LOMR and processing through Pinal County and FEMA
The results of a 2015 survey done in partnership with Central Arizona Association of Governments show 76% of residents in the Heritage District
qualify as Low-Moderate Income.

Activity Scope of Work. Describe the activity and the intended accomplishments. (Refer to the bulleted list in the
instructions to be sure you include all necessary detail.)
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6.

The City’s General Plan (adopted in 2016) and Economic Development Strategic Plan (expected to be approved in 2017) identify the FEMA
regulated special flood hazard area (floodplain) as a major restriction to redevelopment in the City. The Heritage District and Redevelopment
Area is identified in the General Plan as a mixed use Village Center and is both integral in Maricopa’s past and key to its future. According to
Planning Maricopa (the General Plan), “The City’s Economic Development potential is greatly limited due to a lack of available commercial,
office, and industrial space in the commercial corridor. This condition will likely remain until a floodplain solution is implemented for the Vekol
tributary.” 
In 2010, the City developed a city-wide drainage master plan that identified a single flood solution for the entire Heritage District and
Redevelopment Area. The Heritage District is defined above and lies mostly within zip code 85139, with a small portion in 85138. At a cost of
nearly $25 million, the solution remains unfunded and untenable. What is needed is a refocused analysis of the Heritage District that leads to
smaller, achievable flood solutions. 
The results of a 2015 survey done in partnership with Central Arizona Association of Governments show 76% of residents in the Heritage District
qualify as Low-Moderate Income. The ultimate goal of removing the entirety of the Heritage District Redevelopment area from the floodplain will
not only encourage redevelopment and home improvement in the area, it will dramatically increase public safety to approximately 1,500
residents. Currently, for those structures in the floodplain, any improvements totaling 50% or more of the value of the structure, additional flood
mitigation is required. This is a significant barrier for homeowners in the area. If successful, the benefit to the Heritage District will continue for
decades to come.

Why is the Project necessary? Describe in detail the problems, conditions, and other factors that indicate the need for
the activity.
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7.

  Low-Mod Income Benefit   Slum or Blight Benefit   Urgent Need
  Area Wide   Target Area
  Limited Clientele   Spot
  Housing
  Jobs

Applicable support documentation (i.e. current LMISD and QT-P4 data or income survey or slum/blight 
resolution or federally declared disaster, etc.) attached as page 48 .

8. Explain how the Activity meets the chosen National Objective.
The Heritage District Floodplain Analysis meets the Low-Moderate Income benefit by beginning a process that will ultimately result in lower 
costs for home improvement and the addition of public improvements in the area. Also, the majority of the residents of the Heritage District 
reside in the floodplain and a major event could result in catastrophic consequences should these issues not be addressed. As 76% of the residents 
are identified as Low-Moderate Income, they do not possess the resources necessary to protect their properties and families, much less make 
improvements to their residences. Removal from the floodplain will significantly reduce costs for investment and allow residents to improve 
their properties at a reduced cost. Currently, if any property in the floodplain is improved more than 50% of it's original value, additional flood 
mitigation must be constructed. This causes a significant barrier for homeowners in the Heritage District, especially those of Low to Moderate 
Income.

To be eligible for funding, the Project must fall under one (1) of the following National Objectives. Please check the
category (only one (1)) that applies to this activity. If there are sub-categories under the chosen National Objective,
select the appropriate sub-category.

NATIONAL OBJECTIVE COMPLIANCE
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FORM 5
CDBG PROJECT TIMELINE/SCHEDULE OF COMPLETION

Recipient Date 7/11/2017
Project Schedule From: 1/15/2018 To:

Activity 
Recipient Address Project City Maricopa, AZ

Contact Person Zip Code 85138
Phone E-mail Fax 520-568-9120

Project County Pinal

CONTRACT SCHEDULE CONTRACT DATE COMPLETE ?
Environmental Review Clearance 1/15/2018
ADOH Contract Execution 1/15/2018
Procurement of Floodplain Engeering Firm 3/15/2018
Bid Process Complete / Contract Award 6/15/2018
At 60% Completion, Present Current Findings to Public & City Council 12/15/2018
Floodplain Study Completed / FEMA LOMR Submitted (Completion - March 2021) 3/15/2019
Results of Study Presented to Heritage District Committee & City Council 5/15/2019
Floodplain Analysis Study Adopted by City Council 5/15/2019

ADDITIONAL NARRATIVE INFORMATION

City of Maricopa

Heritage District Floodplain Analysis
39700 W. Civic Center Plaza
David Noble
520-316-6992

RECIPIENT INFORMATION

5/15/2019
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April 26, 2017 
 

Ms. Katherine E. Blodgett 
CD&R Programs Administrator 
Arizona Department of Housing 
1110 W. Washington, Suite 310 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 
 

RE:  City of Maricopa, Arizona FY17 CDBG Regional Application 
 

Dear Ms. Blodgett, 
 

The City of Maricopa, Arizona intends to apply for the maximum allocation of FY17 CDBG RA funds. The Public Hearing 
process is ongoing and Council will be considering a number of proposed projects for approval. We anticipate the 
commissioning of a Flood Mitigation Study for the Heritage District Redevelopment Area will be selected and approved 
through resolution on June 6, 2017. As the Public Hearing process has not been completed, another project may be 
selected and approved by Council. Specific project information is as follows: 
 

Amount of Funds:      Maximum allocation 
Project Name:    Heritage District Flood Mitigation Study 
Project Location:  The Heritage District is 3.1 square miles located centrally in the City of Maricopa and is 

comprised of approximately 1,500 residents. 
Service Area: Heritage District Redevelopment Area 
National Objective:  

 Benefitting Low and Moderate Income Persons 
 Preventing or Eliminating Blight 
 Meeting other community development needs having a particular urgency because 

existing conditions pose a serious and immediate threat to the health or welfare of the 
community, and other financial resources are not available to meet such needs. 

Beneficiaries: 1,500 residents.  Special Survey completed by CAG in 2015 determined an LMI rate of 
76%. 

Project Administration: The project administration will be completed and managed by the City of Maricopa’s 
Finance Division. The city will competitively procure a consultant to prepare the Flood 
Mitigation Study. 

Scope of Work: Identify incremental steps and funding sources to remove portions of the Heritage 
District from the 100-year Floodplain. 

Additional Funding: The total estimated cost of the project is not yet determined. The balance of funds 
received will be allocated toward the administration of the grant. Overage costs will be 
paid for by City funds. 

 

Should you have any questions or concerns regarding this proposed project, please contact David Noble at 520-316-6992 or 
via email at david.noble@maricopa-az.gov. 
 

Sincerely, 

 
David Noble 
Economic Development Management Analyst 
 

Cc: Alan Urban, CAG 
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Project LocaƟon and Area of Benefit 

Heritage District Redevelopment Area 

100 Year Floodplain 

City of Maricopa Boundaries 
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City of Maricopa Redevelopment Area Plan 

Page 16 

Map and Description of Boundaries

This section identifies the boundaries of the redevelopment planning area.  The redevelopment 
planning area is generally located in the northwest area of the City of Maricopa, comprising a 
diverse 3.1 square mile area.  This section of Maricopa contains the original town site, known as 
Old Town, and was the commercial, industrial, agriculture and residential center for the larger 
community.  The redevelopment planning area’s southeastern boundary is the Old Town area, 
extending as far south as Desert Cedars Lane and as far east as over a half mile beyond S.R. 347.  
This entire southeastern area has developed gradually over many years and contains many of the 
community’s identifying markers, cultural resources and oldest structures.  The diversity of the land 
uses in this area also represents the historic diversity of Maricopa’s commerce and industry.  The 
redevelopment planning area’s eastern boundary generally follows the commercial development 
along S.R. 347 moving north towards Edison Road where the area is framed by more recent 
residential development to the north.  Approximately a ¼ mile west of S.R. 347 along Edison Road 
the planning area expands to the north, here the northern boundary is contained by S.R. 238 and 
the land area is generally vacant or currently used for agricultural purposes.  This land composition 
generally remains constant as the redevelopment moves to the west along S.R. 238.  Less than a 
¼ mile east of where the railroad and S.R. 238 alignments meet, the redevelopment planning area 
again extends to the north picking up additional land along Nightengale Drive.  From this 
northwestern limit of the area, the boundary generally follows the Amarillo Valley alignment to the 
south; in some places including land on both the east and west sides of the corridor.  Here along 
the western boundary of the redevelopment area, the Ak-Chin Indian Community frames the 
planning area, as the alignment of Amarillo Valley south of Edison Road gives way to eastward 
moving boundary.  A significant amount of active farming land is included in the redevelopment 
area’s southern boundary, this includes the land south of McDavid Road and west of the Green 
Road alignment.  At this intersection and moving to the east, the redevelopment area is here again 
framed by existing residential development.  The redevelopment area east of Green Road is 
entirely north of McDavid Road until approximately ¼ mile east of Hogenes where the boundary 
dips again to the south, expanding all the way to the Honeycutt Road alignment. 
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City of Maricopa  
Public Hearing Regarding Use of CDBG Funds  

 
The City is expected to received approximately $265,000 in FY17 federal CDBG funds from the Arizona 
Department  of Housing Regional Account (RA). The City also intends to apply for up to $300,000 in FY17 
CDBG funds from the State Special Project (SSP) account. CDBG funds must be used to benefit low-
income persons and areas, alleviate slum and blight or address urgent need. A public hearing will be 
held Tuesday,May 2 at 6:00 p.m. at City Hall Council Chambers to gather citizen input on the use of the 
CDBG funds. Examples of possible uses include the following: 
 

1) Public Infrastructure (e.g., water, wastewater, street improvements); 
2) Housing (e.g., owner-occupied or multi-family rehab, utility connections on private property, 

new housing construction by a non-profit); 
3) Public Services (e.g., paying the salary of an additional staff person to expand a Head Start 

program, purchasing a van to transport persons with disabilities, equipment and rent to start a 
new job training program); and  

4) Economic Development (e.g., a loan to a business for job creation, micro-enterprise 
development, acquisition of land for an existing business expansion). 

 
For more information about the hearing, grievances, or the CDBG program; or to receive assistance in 
formulating prospective project ideas for presentation at the hearing contact the following: 
 

Name, Title:  David Noble, Management Analyst 
Organization:   City of Maricopa 
Address:  39700 W Civic Center Plaza 
City, State, Zip:  Maricopa, AZ 85138 
Telephone:  520-316-6992 
Fax:   520-568-9120 
Email:   david.noble@maricopa-az.gov    

 
Persons with disabilities who require special accommodations may contact David Noble at the above 
location at least 48 hours before the hearing. 
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City of Maricopa 
Audiencia pública sobre uso de fondos de CDBG 

 
Se espera que la ciudad recibira approximadamente $265,000 en año fiscal FY17 fondos federales CDBG 
de Arizona Department of Housing Regional Account (RA). La ciudad también tiene la intención de 
applicar para solicitar asta $300,000 en los fondos de FY17 de CDBG de la cuenta de proyecto especial 
estatal (SSP). Los fondos de CDBG deben utilizarse para beneficio de las áreas y personas de bajos 
ingresos, deben aliviar la urgente necesidad de tugurios o tizón, o centrarse en una necesidad urgente. 
Una audiencia pública se llevara acabo el martes 2 de Mayo a las 6:00 de la tarde en City Hall Council 
Chambers para reunir comentarios de la comunidad sobre el uso de los fondos CDBG. Ejemplos de usos 
posibles incluyen lo siguiente: 

 
1. Infraestructura pública (por ejemplo, agua, aguas residuales, mejoramiento de calles); 
2. Vivienda (por ejemplo,  rehabilitación de viviendas ocupadas por propietario o multifamiliar, 

conexiones de utilidades en propiedad privada, o construcción de una nueva vivienda por una 
organización lucrativa); 

3. Servicios públicos (por ejemplo, pagar el sueldo de una persona adicional para ampliar un 
programa de Head Start, compra de una van para transporte de personas con discapacidades, 
equipo y alquiler para comenzar un nuevo programa de entrenamiento de empleo); y 

4. Desarollo económico (por ejemplo, un préstamo para un negocio para crear empleos, desarollo 
micro-empresarial, adquisición de sueldo para expansion de negocios existentes). 

 
Para obtener más información acerca de la audiencia, quejas o el programa de CDBG; o para recibir 
asistencia en la formulación de ideas de proyectos futuros para ser presentados, en la audiencia 
contacte a: 

 
                             Nombre, título:    David Noble, Management Analyst 
                             Organización:     City of Maricopa 
                             Dirrección:     39700 W. Civic Center Plaza 
                             Ciudad, estado, código postal:   Maricopa, AZ 85318 
                             Teléfono:     520-316-6922 
                             Fax:      520-568-9120 
                             Correo electrónico:    david.noble@maricopa-az.gov 

 
 

Personas con discapacidad que requieren alojamientos especiales pueden comunicarse con David 
Noble, en la dirrección anterior al menos de 48 horas antes de la audiencia. 
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Notices for the May 2, 2017 CDBG First Public Hearing were posted at the following locations on April 
10, 2017: 

• Maricopa Public Library 
41600 W. Smith Enke Road 
Maricopa, AZ  85138 
 

• Copper Sky Recreation Complex 
44345 W. Martin Luther King Blvd. 
Maricopa, AZ  85138 
 

• Maricopa City Hall 
39700 W. Civic Center Plaza 
Maricopa, AZ  85138 
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First Public Hearing 
Maricopa Public Library 

First Public Hearing  
Maricopa City Hall 
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First Public Hearing  
Copper Sky RecreaƟon Center 
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Maricopa Arizona 
Public Hearing Regarding Use of CDBG Funds 

 

The City of Maricopa is expected to receive approximately $265,000.00 in FY2017 federal CDBG funds 
from the Arizona Department of Housing Regional Account (RA). CDBG funds must be used to benefit 
low-income persons and areas, alleviate slum and blight or address urgent need. Based on citizen input 
as well as local and state planning objectives several potential projects have been selected to be 
forwarded to the State of Arizona with a request for funding. A public hearing will be held at the regular 
City Council meeting at 6:00 p.m. on June 20, 2017 at the City of Maricopa Council Chambers to discuss 
the potential projects.  It is expected that the City Council will select the final project at this hearing and 
adopt applicable resolutions. The potential CDBG projects are named and described as follows:  
 

1. Heritage District Flood Mitigation Study:  $260,000 for a comprehensive flood mitigation study 
designed to identify incremental steps to remove portions of the Heritage District Redevelopment Area 
from the 100-year floodplain. The study will identify possible funding sources and may identify areas 
that can be removed from the floodplain upon completion of the study. Removal of property from the 
floodplain will lower costs for redevelopment and improve public safety in the Heritage District 
consisting of approximately 1,500 residents, 76% of which are below Area Median Income.   
2. Taft Avenue Right of Way Acquistion:  $200,000 to complete half-street improvements along Taft 
Avenue, immediately east from Maricopa High School, south of Edwards Avenue and north of Honeycutt 
Avenue. The project lies within the Heritage District Redevelopment Area with approximately 1,500 
residents, 76% of which are below Area Median Income. 
3. Edwards Avenue Pedestrian Improvements: $250,000 to complete half street improvements along 
Edwards Avenue immediately east of SR 347, south of Union Pacific Railroad and north of Maricopa High 
School. The project lies within the Heritage District Redevelopment Area with approximately 1,500 
residents, 76% of which are below Area Median Income. 
4. F.O.R. Maricopa Food Bank Permanent Location: $260,000 to partially fund a permanent location for 
the Maricopa Community Food Bank. Food Bank recipients sign a document stating the family meets 
federal poverty guidelines. 
 

To review project proposals, file grievances or learn more about the CDBG program contact the 
following:  
 

David Noble, Economic Development Management Analyst 
City of Maricopa 
39700 W. Civic Center Plaza 
Maricopa, Arizona 85138 
Telephone: (520) 316-6992 
Fax: (520) 568-9120 
David.noble@maricopa-az.gov 
 

Persons with disabilities who require special accommodations may contact David Noble at the above 
location at least 48 hours before the hearing. 
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Maricopa Arizona 
Audiencia Pública sobre Uso de Fondos CDBG 

Se espera que la Ciudad de Maricopa reciba aproximadamente $265,000.00 en fondos federales 
CDBG para el año fiscal FY2017 de la Cuenta Federal del Departamento de Vivienda de Arizona 
(RA).  Los fondos de CDBG deben utilizarse para beneficiar a personas y áreas de bajos ingresos, 
aliviar los tugurios y el tizón o atender necesidades urgentes. Basado en los comentarios de 
ciudadanos, objetivos de planificación local y estatal, se han seleccionado varios proyectos 
potenciales para ser enviados al Estado de Arizona con una solicitud de financiación. Se llevará a 
cabo una audiencia pública en la junta regular del Concejo Municipal a las 6:00 p.m. el 20 de 
junio de 2017 en las Cámaras del Consejo de la Ciudad de Maricopa para discutir los proyectos 
potenciales. Se espera que el Concejo Municipal seleccione el proyecto final en esta audiencia y 
adopte las resoluciones aplicables. Los posible proyectos CDBG son descritos y nombrados de la 
siguiente manera:

1. Estudio de Mitigación de Inundaciones en el Distrito del Patrimonio: $ 260,000 para un 
estudio comprensivo de mitigación de inundaciones diseñado para identificar pasos 
incrementales para remover partes del Área de Reurbanización del Distrito Patrimonio 
de la planicie de inundación de 100 años. El estudio identificará posibles fuentes de 
financiamiento y puede identificar áreas que pueden ser removidas de la planicie de 
inundación al concluir el estudio. La eliminación de la propiedades de la planicie de 
inundación reducirá los costos de la remodelación y mejorará la seguridad pública en el 
Distrito del Patrimonio, consistente en aproximadamente 1.500 residentes, de los cuales 
76% están por debajo de los ingresos medianos del área.

2. Adquisición del Derecho vía de la avenida Taft Avenue: $200,000 para completar 
mejoramientos de la mitad de la calle a lo largo de Taft Avenue, inmediatamente al este 
de Maricopa High School, al sur de Edwards Avenue y al norte de Honeycutt Avenue. El 
proyecto se encuentra dentro del Área de Reurbanización del Distrito del Patrimonio con 
aproximadamente 1.500 residentes, de los cuales 76% están por debajo de los Ingresos 
Medianos del Área.

3. Mejoramiento de Edwards Avenue para peatones: $250,000 para completar 
mejoramientos de media calle a lo largo de Edwards Avenue inmediatamente al este de 
SR 347, al sur de Union Pacific Railroad y al norte de Maricopa High School. El proyecto 
se encuentra dentro del Área de Reurbanización del Distrito del Patrimonio con 
aproximadamente 1.500 residentes, de los cuales 76% están por debajo de los Ingresos 
Medianos del Área.

4. Ubicación Permanente para F.O.R. Maricopa Food Bank : $ 260,000 para financiar 
parcialmente un lugar permanente para el Maricopa Community Food Bank. Los 
beneficiarios del Banco de Alimentos firman un documento en el que se indica que la 
familia cumple con las reglas federales de probeza.

Para revisar los proyectos propuestos, presentar quejas o aprender más sobre el programa 
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CDBG, comuníquese con:

David Noble, Economic Development Management Analyst
City of Maricopa
39700 W. Civic Center Plaza
Maricopa, Arizona 85138
Telephone: (520) 316-6992
Fax: (520) 568-9120
David.noble@maricopa-az.gov

Las personas con discapacidades que requieran acomodaciones especiales pueden comunicarse 
con David Noble en la ubicación anterior por lo menos 48 horas antes de la audiencia
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Notices for the June 20, 2017 CDBG First Public Hearing were posted at the following locations on 
May 18, 2017: 

• Maricopa Public Library
41600 W. Smith Enke Road
Maricopa, AZ  85138

• Copper Sky Recreation Complex
44345 W. Martin Luther King Blvd.
Maricopa, AZ  85138

• Maricopa City Hall
39700 W. Civic Center Plaza
Maricopa, AZ  85138
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Second Public Hearing  
Maricopa Public Library 

Second Public Hearing 
Maricopa City Hall 
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Second Public Hearing 
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39700 W. Civic Center 

Plaza

Maricopa, AZ 85138

Ph: (520) 568-9098

Fx: (520) 568-9120
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City of Maricopa

Meeting Minutes - Final

City Council Regular Meeting
Mayor Christian Price

Vice-Mayor Marvin L. Brown

Councilmember Peggy J. Chapados

Councilwoman Julia R. Gusse

Councilmember Vincent Manfredi

Councilmember Nancy Smith

Councilmember Henry M. Wade Jr.

7:00 PM Council ChambersTuesday, June 20, 2017

Call to Order1.

The City Council Regular meeting was called to order at 7:51 p.m. Reverend Arnold 

Jackson from Mount Moriah Church gave the invocation and Mayor Price led the 

meeting attendees in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Roll Call2.

Councilmember Peggy Chapados, Councilmember Vincent Manfredi, 

Councilmember Henry Wade, Councilwoman Julia R. Gusse, Vice Mayor 

Marvin L. Brown, Mayor Christian Price and Councilmember Nancy Smith

Present: 7 - 

Proclamations, Acknowledgements and Awards3.

Report from the Mayor4.

Mayor Price reported attending various functions, meeting with constituents, 

developers and hotel individuals. He reported speaking at the Small Business 

Development Center (SBDC) and elaborated.

Report from the City Manager5.

City Manager Rose invited Economic Development Director, Denyse Airheart to 

discuss the schedule of the Economic Development Strategic Plan. Mrs. Airheart 

explained there were challenges with scheduling the mini retreat and added that the 

goal now was to schedule it for July. 

City Manager Rose invited Community Services Director, Kristie Riester to elaborate 

on the Native American Basketball Invitational (NABI) tournament event. Mrs. Riester 

gave background on the partnership between the City of Maricopa, the Ak-Chin 

Indian Community and NABI. She stated that the organization approached the City 

about hosting a junior NBA camp at Copper Sky and elaborated on the camps. She 

stated the Jr. NBA camp would be held on the afternoons of July 10, 11 and 12 at 

Copper Sky. She stated there would be a kick-off event on Sunday, July 9 beginning 

at 6 p.m. at Copper Sky and elaborated on the activities including fireworks at 9:45 

p.m. She invited the community to attend.

Call to the Public6.
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Shelley Gillespie stated that Library Manager, Erik Surber in conjunction with the 

Copa Shorts Film Fest created the Maricopa Library workshop series. She detailed 

the workshops and added they were planning three workshops with Central Arizona 

College (CAC). She encouraged participation and contributions.

Minutes7.

7.1 MIN 17-50 Approval of Minutes from the June 6, 2017 City Council Work Session.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Brown, seconded by Councilmember 

Manfredi, that the Minutes be Approved. The motion carried by a unanimous 

vote.

7.2 MIN 17-51 Approval of Minutes from the June 6, 2017 City Council Regular meeting.

A motion was made by Vice Mayor Brown, seconded by Councilmember 

Manfredi, that the Minutes be Approved. The motion carried by a unanimous 

vote.

Public Hearings8.

8.1 PH 17-12 The Mayor and City Council shall hear public comment regarding the use of 

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds expected to be in the amount of 

$265,000.

The public hearing opened at 8:05 p.m. Economic Development Management 

Analyst, David Noble presented on the Community Development Block Grant 

(CDBG) regional allocation proposed projects. He gave a brief recap of the process 

including that approximately $265,000 were allocated every 2 years, that funds were 

previously used to demolish buildings for the past 2 cycles and that funds must be 

used to benefit low-income persons and areas, alleviate slum and blight or address 

an urgent need. He discussed the possible uses for public infrastructure, housing, 

public services and economic development. He explained that as part of the process 

a Conditional Letter of Intent was submitted to the Arizona Department of Housing on 

May 1, and that 2 meetings for input had to be held followed by a recommendation 

from Council. He stated the grant application would be submitted for review by 

August 1 followed by a formal submittal by September 1, 2017. He detailed the 

following potential projects: 1-Heritage District Flood Plain Analysis with an estimated 

cost of $250,000. 2- Taft Avenue Half-Street Improvements with an estimated cost of 

$200,000. 3- Edwards Avenue Half-Street Improvement with an estimated cost of 

$250,000. 4- F.O.R Maricopa Food Bank permanent location with an estimated cost 

that would be greater than the expected amount of the regional allocation. He 

discussed the City Council evaluation results and noted that for a of possible 200 

points the Floodplain Analysis received an average of 196.7 (98.4%), Taft Avenue 

received 133.6 (66.8%), F.O.R Food Bank received 121.0 (60.5%) and Edwards 

Avenue received 112.6 (56.3%). He opened the floor for comments. 

Terri Crain spoke on behalf of the F.O.R Maricopa Food Bank project. She discussed 

the current relocation process of the food bank and stated the grant funds would be 

used to build a new permanent location. She gave a lengthy statement on how the 

food bank would benefit the community and detailed the programs they offer. She 

gave statistics of the population they serve.

Councilmember Smith asked for clarification on the Heritage District Floodplain 
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Analysis. Mr. Noble elaborated that the potential areas to be removed from the 

floodplain would only be known upon completion of the study. Economic 

Development Director, Denyse Airheart elaborated on the Economic Development 

benefits of the study. Next, Councilmember Smith asked Mrs. Crain if the food bank 

faced a potential closure. Mrs. Crain stated the food bank made an offer on a 

property, the offer was accepted and it was in escrow. She added they were working 

with the Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and were exploring other 

grants. She confirmed that they would be able to close on the purchase of the 

property without the CDBG funds but they would need funds for the construction 

process. 

Councilmember Wade asked Mrs. Crain if the food bank had a budget. Mr. Noble 

elaborated on the budget submitted for the project evaluation. 

Mayor Price asked for clarification on the process of the allocation such as whether it 

could be split and whether it was possible to switch projects. Mr. Noble clarified that 

upon receipt of the funds the City would have 2 years to spend them or they would 

disappear if unused. He further elaborated that reassignment of the project would not 

be possible. Mayor Price elaborated on why it could also be the last CDBG allocation.

Mrs. Crain stated the food bank had ADOT funds in addition to loans. A brief 

discussion ensued.

Councilmember Manfredi inquired about the floodplain study. Public Works Director, 

Bill Fay elaborated on how areas are removed from the floodplain. He stated Pinal 

County issued a letter that stated that anything under a foot of flooding would be able 

to be removed upon completion of the study and elaborated on the process. A brief 

discussion ensued regarding the area covered in the study.

Mayor Price asked how many people lived in the Heritage District. Mr. Noble 

responded population was approximately 15,000 and elaborated.

Vice Mayor Brown asked for confirmation that if the funds were not used within a 2 

year span, they would be lost. A brief discussion ensued and Mr. Noble reiterated 

that the City could not reprogram once the allocation had been approved. Next, Vice 

Mayor Brown asked Mrs. Crain about Ak-Chin funds the food bank had received. She 

responded that they received $100,000 from Ak-Chin last year, which was used for 

capital funds for this project.

Mayor Price asked if the floodplain process was similar to the North Santa Cruz 

Wash study. Mr. Fay elaborated. 

Councilmember Smith asked if there were other regions within the city which could 

benefit from a similar study. She further asked if the Heritage District would have 

been his first choice regardless. Mr. Fay responded it would be his first choice and 

elaborated. 

Councilmember Wade asked Mrs. Crain how long it would take the food bank to build 

the structure that they needed and how long they could stay in the temporary 

location. 

Mirna Freeman asked who owned the properties in the floodplain and why the 

owners were not paying for the study. Mayor Price responded that the area was part 

of the City of Maricopa and the owners were taxpayers and he elaborated on the 

benefits. Councilmember Smith further elaborated that the area was low-income.
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Mrs. Crain responded that depending on permitting, the structure would take 

approximately 6 months to build. Discussion ensued. The public hearing closed at 9 

p.m.

The Public Hearing was held.

Consent Agenda9.

Approval of the Consent Agenda

A motion was made by Councilmember Vincent Manfredi, seconded by 

Councilmember Nancy Smith, to Adopt the Consent Agenda. The motion 

carried by a unanimous vote.

9.1 MISC 17-34 The Mayor and City Council shall disucss and possibly take action on  approving a 

deferred compensation benefit in the amount of a 1% match for eligible City 

employees.  Discussion and Action.

This Miscellaneous Item was Approved.

9.2 PUR 17-13 The Mayor and City Council shall discuss and possibly take action on approving a 

purchase request from the Information Technology (IT) Department for the Data 

Center Power Upgrade in the amount Not to Exceed (NTE) $75,000. Funding will be 

Capital Improvement (CIP)/Org 35011553, Object:  67744, Project:  35055.  This 

purchase is in accordance with City of Maricopa, Purchasing Code, Article IV, Section 

#3-213.  Discussion and Action.

This Purchase was Approved.

9.3 IGA 17-07 The Mayor and City Council shall discuss and possibly take action to approve the 

Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) between the State of Arizona and the City of 

Maricopa for design and construction of roadway improvements for Farrell Road - 

Hartman Road to Maricopa Casa Grande Highway, and for Porter Road - Farrell 

Road to 1.9 miles south.  The federal funds designated for the project are $2,066,658 

for construction in 2018.  The City’s funding match is estimated at $154,919 and will 

be drawn from the following budget line items: Transportation DIF1 Fund, 

Engineering, Design Services, CMAQ Farrell and Porter (32455155-67735-35062); 

Transportation DIF1 Fund, Engineering, Street Project, CMAQ Farrell and Porter 

(32455155-67750-35062); Transportation DIF 2 Fund, Engineering, Design Services, 

CMAQ Farrell and Porter (34655155-67735-35062); Transportation DIF 2 Fund, 

Engineering, Street Project, CMAQ Farrell and Porter (34655155-67750-35062); and 

Capital Improvement Grant Fund, Engineering, Street Project, CMAQ Farrell and 

Porter (35255155-67750-35062). Discussion and Action.

This Intergovernmental Agreement was Approved.

9.4 RES 17-17 A Resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of Maricopa, Arizona, 

amending and restating prior Resolution No. 15-20 recorded in the official records of 

the Pinal County at Document No. 2015-029578, and Resolution No. 15-21 recorded 

in the official records of Pinal County at Document No. 2015-029579 concerning 

certain real property located within the City of Maricopa in a portion of the southeast 

quarter of Section 21, Township 4 South, Range 3 East of the Gila and Salt River 

Meridian, Pinal County, Arizona. Discussion and Action.

This Resolution was Approved.

9.5 LIQ 17-01 The Mayor and City Council shall discuss and possibly take action recommending 
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approval to the Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control regarding an 

Acquisition of Control application submitted by Andrea Lewkowitz on behalf of 

Walgreens #09264 which is located at 21274 N. John Wayne Parkway. Discussion 

and Action.

This Liquor License was Approved.

9.6 IGA 17-08 The Mayor and City Council shall discuss and possibly take action on a request to 

approve an Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) with Pinal County for the purpose of 

providing election services for the 2017 fall elections, and authorizing the City 

Manager to sign the IGA if necessary in substantially the same form as attached to 

the agenda item and authorize the City Manager to terminate the IGA if necessary. 

Discussion and Action.

This Intergovernmental Agreement was Approved.

9.7 RES 17-19 A Resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of Maricopa, Arizona 

supporting the submission of a grant application to the Ak-Chin Indian Community for 

funding F.O.R. Maricopa and agreeing to act as the designated fiscal agent for such 

funding. Discussion and Action.

This Resolution was Approved.

Regular Agenda10.

10.1 RES 17-16 A Resolution of the Mayor and City Council of the City of Maricopa, Arizona selecting 

a project to be submitted to the Arizona Department of Housing for use of the 

Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) 2017 Regional Allocation, expected to 

be in the amount of $265,000. Discussion and Action.

Councilmember Smith spoke in favor of both projects 1 and 3. She proposed the 

CDGB funds go towards the food bank and using contingency funds to fund the 

floodplain study.

Councilwoman Gusse cautioned funding the food bank because the City eliminated 

non-profit funding and elaborated. Councilmember Smith stated any non-profit within 

the Heritage District had the opportunity to submit a proposal. Discussion ensued. 

Councilwoman Gusse spoke in favor of project 1, the floodplain analysis. 

A brief discussion ensued regarding any conflict of interest. Consensus was that 

there was no conflict of interest.

Vice Mayor Brown stated that the food bank services were not used only by low 

income individuals. He spoke against using contingency funds for any of the projects.

 

Councilmember Chapados thanked the Heritage District Advisory Committee. She 

agreed with Vice Mayor Brown and elaborated on the scoring of the projects. She 

moved to approve that the CDBG funding be used toward the Heritage District 

Floodplain Analysis. Vice Mayor Brown supported the motion. 

Mayor Price discussed previous contributions to the food bank and the lack of 

contributions to the Heritage District. He spoke in support of the floodplain analysis.

Councilmember Manfredi thanked Mrs. Crain and Mr. Noble for all the information. He 

spoke in support of the floodplain analysis and elaborated. 

Councilmember Smith elaborated that funding the food bank would be the same as 
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the previous funding of the Against Abuse shelter. She reiterated on using 

contingency funds to fund the projects, including if possible from this year’s 

contingency funds. Councilmember Manfredi elaborated on the evaluation scores and 

reiterated his support for the floodplain analysis. Councilmember Smith further 

discussed previous projects in the Heritage District. Discussion ensued.

City Manager Rose stated that if there was a desired to fund one of the projects from 

this year’s contingency funds, the service would need to be provided within this fiscal 

year. He elaborated on what the process would be and recommended funding the 

food bank if Council desired to use contingency funds. Mayor Price inquired how it 

would affect the budget rolling into the next fiscal year. City Attorney, Denis 

Fitzgibbons cautioned a contract would have to be very detailed to ensure that there 

was no violation of the gift clause. City Manager Rose responded that the 

contingency fund that rolled over would be reduced by the amount used, so it would 

affect the fund balance.

Councilmember Chapados discussed the arduous budget process that included 

saying ‘no’ to various city department needs. She spoke against spending 

contingency funds for one specific project after denying many needs. She elaborated 

on her stance. 

Vice Mayor Brown called the question. Mayor Price repeated the previous motion by 

Councilmember Chapados to approve that the CDBG funding be used toward the 

Heritage District Floodplain Analysis and Vice Mayor Brown seconded the motion.

A motion was made by Councilmember Chapados, seconded by Vice Mayor 

Brown, that this Resolution be Approved with CDBG funds to be used for the 

Heritage District Floodplain Analysis. The motion carried by a unanimous vote.

10.2 MISC 17-38 The Mayor and City Council shall discuss and possibly take action on approving 

deviating from City of Maricopa Branding Guidelines to change the colors of the City 

logo for use on a City of Maricopa flag. Discussion and Action.

Assistant to the City Manager, Jennifer Brown explained that the Marketing and 

Communications subcommittee reviewed the color combinations for the City logo for 

use on a City flag. She stated 2 members out of 3 preferred the use of blue and 

burgundy which deviate from the City of Maricopa Branding Guidelines. She stated 

the branding guidelines were approved by resolution and state that whenever 

possible the primary colors of burgundy and gold should be used for the logo (white 

or black in areas where use of the primary colors would not be appropriate). She 

opened the item for discussion. She confirmed the flag would be a white background.

Councilmember Smith inquired why staff recommended caution when deviating from 

the branding guidelines. Mrs. Brown elaborated that every time the City deviated from 

the brand it diluted. Councilmember Smith inquired about the subcommittee 

recommendation. Councilwoman Gusse elaborated that she was for either of the 

colors. Councilmember Wade elaborated on his stance during the subcommittee 

discussions and added that he was unaware that the guidelines kept the integrity of 

the brand. He stated he would support keeping the guideline colors. Mayor Price 

stated it was his recommendation to use different colors and elaborated on his 

stance. 

Councilmember Wade asked for clarification that the change would only be approved 

for the flag. Mrs. Brown confirmed it. Councilmember Smith supported the use of blue 

and burgundy.

A motion was made by Councilmember Wade, seconded by Councilmember 

Smith, that deviation from the City of Maricopa Branding Guidelines be 
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QT-P4 Race, Combinations of Two Races, and Not Hispanic or Latino: 2010

2010 Census Summary File 1

NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010/doc/sf1.pdf.

Geography: Census Tract 17.03, Pinal County, Arizona

Race Total Not Hispanic or Latino

Number Percent Number Percent
Total population 2,001 100.0 1,371 100.0
  One race 1,907 95.3 1,322 96.4
    White 1,389 69.4 1,113 81.2
    Black or African American 132 6.6 125 9.1
    American Indian and Alaska Native 61 3.0 30 2.2
    Asian 52 2.6 48 3.5
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 4 0.2 4 0.3
    Some Other Race 269 13.4 2 0.1

  Two or More Races 94 4.7 49 3.6
    Two races 92 4.6 47 3.4

    White; Black or African American 32 1.6 28 2.0
    White; American Indian and Alaska Native 8 0.4 3 0.2
    White; Asian 15 0.7 12 0.9
    White; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 1 0.0 1 0.1
    White; Some Other Race 17 0.8 0 0.0

    Black or African American; American Indian and
Alaska Native

0 0.0 0 0.0

    Black or African American; Asian 2 0.1 2 0.1
    Black or African American; Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander

1 0.0 1 0.1

    Black or African American; Some Other Race 11 0.5 0 0.0

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Asian 0 0.0 0 0.0
    American Indian and Alaska Native; Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islander

0 0.0 0 0.0

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Some Other Race 5 0.2 0 0.0

    Asian; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0 0 0.0
    Asian; Some Other Race 0 0.0 0 0.0

    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; Some
Other Race

0 0.0 0 0.0

  Three or more races 2 0.1 2 0.1

X Not applicable.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.

Summary File 1, Tables P8 and P9.
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QT-P4 Race, Combinations of Two Races, and Not Hispanic or Latino: 2010

2010 Census Summary File 1

NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010/doc/sf1.pdf.

Geography: Census Tract 17.04, Pinal County, Arizona

Race Total Not Hispanic or Latino

Number Percent Number Percent
Total population 6,420 100.0 4,518 100.0
  One race 5,973 93.0 4,311 95.4
    White 4,111 64.0 3,281 72.6
    Black or African American 699 10.9 680 15.1
    American Indian and Alaska Native 169 2.6 119 2.6
    Asian 213 3.3 205 4.5
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 14 0.2 14 0.3
    Some Other Race 767 11.9 12 0.3

  Two or More Races 447 7.0 207 4.6
    Two races 401 6.2 192 4.2

    White; Black or African American 85 1.3 78 1.7
    White; American Indian and Alaska Native 45 0.7 30 0.7
    White; Asian 41 0.6 40 0.9
    White; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 1 0.0 1 0.0
    White; Some Other Race 144 2.2 1 0.0

    Black or African American; American Indian and
Alaska Native

26 0.4 25 0.6

    Black or African American; Asian 3 0.0 3 0.1
    Black or African American; Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander

0 0.0 0 0.0

    Black or African American; Some Other Race 9 0.1 6 0.1

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Asian 0 0.0 0 0.0
    American Indian and Alaska Native; Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islander

0 0.0 0 0.0

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Some Other Race 16 0.2 0 0.0

    Asian; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 8 0.1 8 0.2
    Asian; Some Other Race 22 0.3 0 0.0

    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; Some
Other Race

1 0.0 0 0.0

  Three or more races 46 0.7 15 0.3

X Not applicable.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.

Summary File 1, Tables P8 and P9.
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QT-P4 Race, Combinations of Two Races, and Not Hispanic or Latino: 2010

2010 Census Summary File 1

NOTE: For information on confidentiality protection, nonsampling error, and definitions, see http://www.census.gov/prod/cen2010/doc/sf1.pdf.

Geography: Census Tract 17.07, Pinal County, Arizona

Race Total Not Hispanic or Latino

Number Percent Number Percent
Total population 5,070 100.0 3,769 100.0
  One race 4,781 94.3 3,595 95.4
    White 3,243 64.0 2,549 67.6
    Black or African American 618 12.2 594 15.8
    American Indian and Alaska Native 125 2.5 104 2.8
    Asian 348 6.9 321 8.5
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 17 0.3 16 0.4
    Some Other Race 430 8.5 11 0.3

  Two or More Races 289 5.7 174 4.6
    Two races 265 5.2 156 4.1

    White; Black or African American 72 1.4 57 1.5
    White; American Indian and Alaska Native 42 0.8 37 1.0
    White; Asian 37 0.7 36 1.0
    White; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 5 0.1 4 0.1
    White; Some Other Race 70 1.4 5 0.1

    Black or African American; American Indian and
Alaska Native

12 0.2 10 0.3

    Black or African American; Asian 8 0.2 1 0.0
    Black or African American; Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander

0 0.0 0 0.0

    Black or African American; Some Other Race 8 0.2 4 0.1

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Asian 2 0.0 2 0.1
    American Indian and Alaska Native; Native Hawaiian
and Other Pacific Islander

0 0.0 0 0.0

    American Indian and Alaska Native; Some Other Race 1 0.0 0 0.0

    Asian; Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 0.0 0 0.0
    Asian; Some Other Race 4 0.1 0 0.0

    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander; Some
Other Race

4 0.1 0 0.0

  Three or more races 24 0.5 18 0.5

X Not applicable.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Census.

Summary File 1, Tables P8 and P9.
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Project LocaƟon and Area of Benefit 

Heritage District Redevelopment Area 

100 Year Floodplain 

City of Maricopa Boundaries 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Letter of Map Removal (LOMR) 

One of the components of the proposed project is an analysis of areas for which a Letter of Map 
Revision based on method may be viable in removing area from the floodplain. The analysis will be built 
into the cost of the overall study; the application cost ($10,000) is the budget item on Form 3, Item 22. 
The application fee and cost of processing through Pinal County and FEMA is estimated at $10,000. 
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